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Tuose who are acquainted with the necessary arrangements of 
periodical criticisms, need not to be told that it is not always possible 
to notice books exactly in the order of their excellence, or indeed 
in any constituted order whatever, especially where a critical depart- 
ment is so confined as ours. In fact, the excellence of a work is 
often a reason for delaying a review of it. 


Xpovos Sixacov dvdpa Seixvvow povos- 

Kaxov 8€ Kay év npepa yvoins pia 
Merit is often retiring; error and failure are generally palpable. A 
work like that before us, when well executed, requires close inspec- 
tion and accurate study, in order to appreciate its merits, and enable 
the reviewer to do justice to his author. This must be our apology 
to Mr. Terrot for delaying a notice as agreeable to ourselves as we 
hope it will be satisfactory to him. 

In a former article* we have observed, “ there are only two senses 
in which a translation of St. Paul can be said to be good: either 
where it adheres, like the authenticated version, to the strict gram- 
matical meaning of the words, or, where it endeavours to approach 
the sense by deserting the verbal construction.” In the first of these 
respects we do not say our version could not be improved by revision ; 
but we take leave to repeat, “ as a version, it cannot be surpassed.” 
A new literal version, made independently of it, will never equal it. 
We confess, therefore, that we do not feel strongly predisposed to 








* Vol. XI. p. 165. 
VOL. XI. NO. VIII. 30 
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favour private literal versions of Scripture: and much less literal 
versions of St. Paul, which are only excusable under the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of national translators. Paraphrastic versions, however, 
challenge attention; they are often the best translations ; always, if 
good, the best interpretations. 

Mr, Terrot has taken up this position, and most ably maintained it. 
His paraphrase is lucid, concise, and elegant: nor do we remember to 
have perused any work on this profound and important portion of 
Scripture more clearly illustrative of its force and bearing. The 
arguments of the Apostle, and the objects to which they are di- 
rected, are placed in the broad daylight of philological and historical 
examination. Mr. Terrot is evidently no Calvinist, but he has taken 


no pains to extricate St. Paul’s language from Calvinistic perversion. | 


The closest observation (so far as we can speak for ourselves) can 
detect nothing on those points which is not fully borne out by the 
text. And even where, on a superficial review, we might be inclined 
to suspect a little accommodation to hypothesis, a nearer examination 
has convinced us that our author has not spoken without book. His 
coolness and accuracy, qualities always rare, here of the most indis- 
pensable value, are above all commendation. Though eminently 
qualified, by talent and learning, to stand forward as an independent 
authority, with the modesty and just humility of a scholar and a 
Christian, he disregards the practice of “ this enlightened age,” 
and draws largely on the stock of other illustrious theological critics, 
always, however, indicating the sources whence his foreign matter 
is derived: and, in so doing, he communicates new light to his bor- 
rowed authorities; or, if he dissents, assigns his reasons with a 
humble and scholarlike moderation. 

That awful text of St. Peter, no less prophetic than historical, 
which asserts that the unlearned and unstable wrest the writings of 
St. Paul to their own destruction, has never been regarded with an 
attention at all proportionate to the weight of its significance. It 
might have been supposed that Christians, in perusing these valuable 
portions of Scripture, would never have suffered this text to escape 
their continual observation, and would have prayed and struggled 
with the utmost fervour and earnestness against unlearnedness and 
instability. But the disregard of this most important text, the dis- 
paragements of human learning, the self-conceited and mistaken 
views of private judgment, which have brought upon that noble and 
Christian doctrine the invective of Papists, and error without end 
upon the “ unlearned and unstable,” have never been so strongly 
exemplified as in the interpretation of the Epistle to the Romans. 
The “ unlearned and unstable,” those who have combined both 
characters, or sustained either, have elicited from this epistle that the 
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God of mercies isa stern and arbitrary tyrant; that his moral creation 
is a piece of mechanism, and that right and wrong, if they have any 
existence at all, have, at least, no influence on man’s future doom. Now. 
if a right understanding of the Epistle to the Romans be important 
for the private Christian, most especially is it so to those who are 
appointed “ stewards of the mysteries of God.” That they should 
not, under that venerable appellation, dispense the figments of un- 
learned or unstable men, is even of the very first importance. Yet 
the thorough study of that profoundly argumentative piece of Scripture 
requires the assemblage of various critical labours and _ historical 
illustrations, scattered through many volumes, and demanding time, 
labour, and discrimination, to be well examined and comprehended. 
Mr. Terrot has collected these into one clear and judicious view: 
and though it would be too much to say he has never been mistaken, 
yet such is his general research and critical ability, that we cannot 
differ from him without distrust and deference. 

Mr. Terrot considers the great leading doctrine of the Epistle to 
the Romans, and that, indeed, on the right understanding of which its 
whole interpretation depends, to be JusTIFICATION By FAITH. On the 
misapprehension of this, as he conceives, all erroneous expositions 
have been founded. Not that he offers, or pretends to offer, any 
new statement of that doctrine. Mr. Terrot is too good a scholar 
to patronise novelties in divinity. On the contrary, he is fully sen- 
sible that the nearer he approaches the model of the primitive creed, 
the nearer his interpretation must approach the truth. He has 
drawn on the critical wealth of our own Whitby, Doddridge, Mack- 
night, Taylor, Pearson, Bull and Paley: and on that of the German 
Semler, Koppe, Ammon, Knappe, Schleusner, Noesselt, Rosenmiiller,. 
and Morus. 

As a useful apparatus towards a fair examination of the Epistle, are prefixed, 


I. A Chronological Table of the Acts of St. Paul, abridged from Bishop 


Pearson’s Annales Paulini. 
II. A Brief Exposition of the occasion, date, and genuineness of the Epistle. 
III. An Analysis of its Contents. 
IV. A Critical Inquiry into the meaning of certain Theological Terms, fre- 
quently used by the Apostle Paul in this and in his other Epistles. 
V. A List of all the Passages of the Old Testament, quoted in the Epistle to 


the Romans.—P. 2. 


Under the fourth head, Mr, Terrot investigates the import of the 
terms, 1. dckacdw and dtxacoovyn, which he determines critically to be 
forensic expressions, signifying “ to acquit” and “ acquittal.” Hence 
it follows that God’s acquittal of sinners is not the same as pardon, 
which is an act of mercy: it is an act of susticE; and as it could 
never be such an act in reference to the sinner only, it must be so 
in reference to some extraneous satisfaction. We do not exactly 
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understand Mr. Terrot’s distinction between the death and the resur- 
rection of Christ, which last only he considers as this external cause ;* 
and it appears to us that he has too closely pressed the words of the 
Apostle (Rom. iv. 25) in drawing this distinction. 2. The author 
examines the meaning of the term ziortc. He contends that this 
expression has really the same signification in St. Paul and St. James; 
that it does not, in the former, comprise obedience, but that it is 
regarded as the principle on which obedience is to be exercised.. On 
this point our author shall speak for himself. 

If rioris actually contains obedience as part of its meaning, then we must seek 
for another meaning of the term, as used in the writings of St. James, where it 
evidently does not include obedience; and in 1 Cor. xiii. 2, where St. Paul him- 
self speaks of faith as a thing totally distinct from charity, and totally unavailing 
without it. To say that belief of the gospel means obedience to it, is surely a 
harsh and unnatural definition; but to say that the proposition we are justified 
by faith, means not that we are justified by the mere possession of belief, but 
by the proper action of that belief in our heart and conduct, is quite consistent 
with the ordinary usage of language. Nothing is more common than to speak 
of a man’s being saved by his skill, his presence of mind, his courage; when 
we really mean, not that the man was saved by the mere possession of these 
qualities, but by the line of conduct which they enabled him to pursue. Since 
then it is clear that the proper action of faith, is such a use of the means of 
grace as will enable us “ to perfect holiness in the fear of God;” since it is clear 
from St. James, that faith alone does not justify, (Jas. ii. 14.) and from St. Paul, 
(1 Cor. xiii. 2) that without charity it is unprofitable ; we must I think conclude, 
that faith, or a belief of the truths of the gospel, justifies not by its existence, 
but by its action —Pp. 33, 34. 

8. The expressions véuo¢g and tpya rov vdpov, come under our 
author’s consideration. These he limits to the requirements of the 
Mosaic law, ceremonial and moral. 4. Next he considers the term 
odpi, which he renders “ the animal propensities, and more generally, 
the natural state and powers of the human mind as enslaved by these 
propensities.” 5. and lastly, he examines the term AoyiZouat, which 
he calls “ a commercial term,” signifying, “to put any thing to 
account, whether on the debtor or creditor side.”+ ‘ Bur never,” 
says Mr. T. “ 1s 1r usED In THE CALVINISTIC SENSE, OF AN IMPUTATION 
OF A GOOD OR BAD QUALITY OR ACT OF ONE INDIVIDUAL TO ANOTHER.” { 

From this general view of the cardinal terms and phrases of the 
Epistle, our readers will be able to form some notion of Mr. Terrot’s 
system. The arguments by which his interpretations are supported, 
do not admit of abridgment. From these we will now advance to 
offer a few observations on peculiar passages. 

On chap. V. ver. 15, Mr. Terrot remarks :— 


It appears from this verse, and still more plainly from verse 17, that eternal 
misery formed no part of the penalty of the fall upon Adam’s posterity, since in 





* He appears to contradict this theory, chap. iti. Note.36. 
+ P, 49, t Ibid. 
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that case there would have been a parallelism between Christ and Adam, which 
is here expressly denied.—P. 239. 

We are not disposed to deny Mr. Terrot’s doctrine, but we cannot 
altogether subscribe to his manner of stating it. It is certain that, 
in whatever future curse the sin of Adam involved us, that curse was 
removed by Christ being made “ a curse for us.” ‘ As in Adam all 
die, EVEN so (od7w kat) in Christ shall all be made alive.” This must 
refer to spiritual death, because it is plain matter of fact that Christ 
has not delivered us from temporal. But Mr. Terrot’s unqualified 
statement would seem to subvert this very evident truth. His 
doctrine, as we conceive, is, and it may be true, that death eternal 
was not entailed upon Adam’s posterity in consequence of the sinful 
nature which they inherited from him: but since this sinful nature is 
sure to produce its proper fruit, which does merit everlasting punish- 
ment, this distinction is of little consequence; and we are certain that 
the sacrifice of Christ exerts att its efficacy upon spiritual life. We 
cannot, therefore, but consider Mr. T.’s comment at best unguarded ; 
and even if ever so well expressed, an useless distinction. 

On chap. VI. ver. 3, we have the following note :-—— 


eBarricOnpev evs rov Oavarov avrov, means, not to profess in baptism a faith 
in the meritorious efficacy of Christ's death, which would be quite foreign to the 
argument, but rather to profess an imitation of his death for sin, by our death to 
sin. The Apostle in Col. ii. 11, 12, shews that the spiritual essence of baptism 
was “the putting off the body of the sins of the flesh:” and in Titus iii. 4, 5, 
he directly connects the outward sign, the washing of regeneration, with the 
inward grace, the renewing of the Holy Ghost ; which in the next verse he speaks 
of as having been already abundantly poured upon them. There can be no doubt 
that the church in the purest ages considered baptism as being not merely typi- 
cally but actually a new birth. Thus Basil de S. S. x. p. 167. Apyn Cons ro 
Barricpa, Kat Tp@Tn Hpepov exewwn THS Tadtyyeveotas jpepa. And Greg. 
Naz. Or. x. p. 169. calls the newly baptized person veoxticrovy Wuxny, yy To 
Ilvevpa 80 vdaros avepoppacev.—P. 244. 

The Paraphrase, which follows up the same view of the text, is, we 
think, luminous and just. It must naturally be annoying to the 
advocates of a non-baptismal regeneration, and consEQuENT* irre- 
spective predestination, to be reminded that the Apostle of their 
choice, in the Epistle of their admiration, has taken the oppo- 
site view. Here Mr. Terrot has not escaped the censure of the 
Eclectic reviewers, (as the reader will find, from a letter in the 
miscellaneous division of this number). We do not ordinarily inter- 
meddle with brother critics; but since Mr. Terrot himself has called 
our attention to this subject, we could hardly justify ourselves, did 
we not give a passing notice to the temerity which calls the doctrine 


of baptismal regeneration a dogma, which has much the same affinity 





* Let not this be forgotten. Admit this doctrine, and all the horrors of Calvinism 
NECESSARILY follow. This is often lost sight of by men of better intention than argu- 
mentative powers. ‘ 
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with the doctrine of Paul, as that of penance or extreme unction. 
The Eclectic reviewer must have been very ignorant, or something 
much worse, if much worse can be in a man who undertakes to 
pronounce judgment on important scripture doctrines. Baptismal 
regeneration (which penance and extreme unction never were) has 
been abundantly proved to be the doctrine of the primitive church: 
it has been proved, to all minds whose attachment to private opinion 
is not stronger than their openness to fair grammatical reasoning, 
to be the doctrine of Scripture: and is this plain doctrine, thus 
confirmed, thus sanctioned by the voice of the ancient catholic church, 
to be confounded, at nineteen centuries distant, with, the vilest rubbish 
of Rome, solely because it presents an impenetrable barrier to a 
tenet alike false and horrible? The importance of theological error 
is no where more conspicuous than in this instance. An hypothesis 
degrading to God, and preposterous as regards man, is assumed; it 
must be maintained at all hazards; and, therefore, scripture and 
primitive antiquity must be denied or falsified. 

In chap. VI. ver. 23, we have the following very excellent note ;— 


Zon atwvios.—Here we may observe, that efernal life, which means not 
merely eternal existence, but eternal blessedness, is given conditionally ; for ihe 
wages of sin being death, i.e. eternal misery, eternal happiness must be con- 
ditional upon our forsaking sin. Yet it is not oyrora but xapiopa, not the 
payment of something fairly earned, but a free gift unbought and unmerited by 
any thing that the holiest Christian has done or can do. Divines of the Cal- 
vinistic school are fond of considering it as a contradiction to talk of the 
conditions of a free gift. But is there any absurdity in saying, that a king 
offers a free pardon to rebels, on condition of their laying down their arms?— 
P. 247. 

In entering on that part of the eighth chapter which refers to the 
doctrine of predestination, and on the ninth, which is now pretty 
generally considered untenable ground even by Calvinists themselves, 
Mr. Terrot observes :— 


The reader may be presumed to know that we are now entering upon a 
portion of the Epistle, which has always been a field of controversy between 
Calvinists and Arminians. It has been the author’s object, both in the 
Paraphrase and Notes, to avoid as much as possible all reference to either 
system, and to explain merely the proper sense of the terms used by the Apostle, 
and the mutual connexion of the propositions which he advances.—P. 261. 


And Mr. Terrot has kept to his intention, with a very praiseworthy 
fidelity. The following note, though not original, is clear and excel- 
lent; and if it shews not how predestination and free agency may be 
reconciled, it at least demonstrates that they are reéoncilable. 

God foreknows all persons and things equally: when, therefore, it is said that 
God foreknew certain individuals, we must understand that he foreknew some- 
thing of them, which he did not foreknow of others, and-this circumstance must 
have been either mentioned or alluded to in the preceding context. But the 


only circumstances mentioned are, that they were called by the offer of the 
gospel, and that they /oved God. And since many are called who are not chosen, 
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it follows that the foreknowledge here spoken of, is God’s foreknowledge that 
they would accept the offer of salvation, and consequently Jove Him.—P. 262. 


The text, ix. 3, nvxdpunv yap adros dvdOeua eivar amd rod Xpiorod dmép 
tav adeApaoy pov, has been variously interpreted. It seems admitted 
on all hands that the Apostle could never mean to imprecate upon 
himself eternal perdition, even though the salvation of all his brethren 
should be the consequence. For this reason we cannot approve 
Mr. Terrot’s version. 

Were it, indeed, of any avail, I could pray that I myself were separated from 


Christ, if thereby my brethren according to the flesh could be admitted to the 
blessings forfeited by me.—P. 137. 


To be separated from Christ is what no Christian could have 
implored under any circumstances. Mr. Terrot, after adducing 
several very unsatisfactory expositions, adds of his own store— 

The Apostle might, therefore, express a wish that, if it were possible, he 
might change places with his brethren; that they might possess the faith which 
he had, while he came into their state of unbelief; but without saying or mean- 
ing that this unbelief must necessarily be final. Upon the whole, however, it 
seems unnecessary, perhaps impossible, exactly to define the Apostle’s meaning. 
In the warmth of his zeal he expresses himself willing to make any sacrifice for 
his brethren; perhaps without calculating, even in his own mind, the exact 
extent of the sacrifice. And this is the more probable, as he well knew, that no 
sacrifice on his part could be available for their salvation.—P. 266. 


Now this, we think, is not as felicitous as Mr. Terrot is wont to 
be. St. Paul had known, by melancholy experience, the miseries of 
a state of unbelief; it is not to be believed that he could have again 
wished to incur them. The zeal of the Apostle is well known and 
acknowledged; yet it is hardly conceivable that the Spirit of God 
should have allowed him to record his willingness to make a sacrifice 
which would have been absolutely sinful, even though his zeal at the 
moment might have betrayed him into thoughtlessness. The reason 
last assigned is, in our opinion, any thing but “ probable;” to make 
large professions, large too, because he knew he could not realize them, 
is surely very unworthy of a Christian, and more so of an Apostle. To 
us the interpretation of Edwards appears the most satisfactory. The 
Jews bore a national curse from Christ, which was, by consequence, 
temporal. They lost all their privileges; and, in return, suffered 
great miseries and privations, on account of their national sin, in the 
rejection and murder of the Messiah, The Apostle might, with true 
Christian charity, and yet with true Christian affection for his Lord, 
wish that he could bear this temporal judgment in their stead; and 
this, we conceive, was his meaning. 

The remark on chap. XI. ver. 5, is too prolix to be quoted—too 
concise to be abridged. But it is triumphant against Socinianism. 
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On the eleventh verse, it is judiciously observed, 


‘H xar’ exdoynv mpobcots.—The reader will observe, the Apostle is here 

speaking, not of the election of individuals to eternal life, but of a certain 
individual and his posterity to be the depositaries of God’s law, and the origin 
from which Messiah as to his human nature was to spring. If then any choose 
to use this text in support of the Calvinistic hypothesis, they ought to be aware, 
that it can be so applied only by inference, the propriety of which inference may 
fairly be questioned.—P. 269. 
But we do not altogether approve Mr. Terrot’s version of pijw ydp 
yevynGévrwy, though it follows in substance the authorized translation. 
He paraphrases, or rather renders, “‘ when the children were yet 
unborn.” Now the original passage referred to (Gen. xxv. 23), shews 
that the ellipsis ought to be supplied, “ the nations;” for the ex~- 
pression is, “‘ Two nations are in thy womb, and two manner of people 
shall be separated from thy bowels; and the elder shall serve the 
younger.” Besides, we know that Esau in person never served Jacob ; 
although the Edomites became tributary to Israel. Mr. Terrot and 
our version both obscure the sense, and seem to refer to an individual 
election, what the whole text and context prove to belong to national ; 
what Mr. Terrot acknowledges to be so, and what must indeed be so 
acknowledged by every candid critic. 

There is one observation which we will add to what we have already 
said on particular portions of this work, although it is an objection 
which incurs the risk of being charged with hypercriticism. Mr. 
Terrot’s work is designed for utitiry, and is so very useful, that we 
would willingly see nothing wanting to the objection. We can speak 
from experience, that its utility is much impeded by the simple 
omission of the chapter at the head of the page both in the text and 
notes. We think we should not be saying too much in affirming, that 
it has cost us at least twice the pains to analyse and examine the 
work under its present disadvantages, which it would, had this slight 
addition been made. We therefore recommend to Mr. Terrot the 
adoption of this plan in future editions. But although this difficulty 
might be removed with little trouble, it is not one of those difficulties 
which improve while they exercise the reader; yet even with this 
disadvantage, the theological and biblical student will find his labours 
amply repaid by the critical perusal of this volume; and with less 
time and study than by any other means known to us, will be enabled 
to gain a distinct comprehension of this portion of Scripture. 

We think the appearance of this work calculated to do more good 
in assisting the eradication of the perverse dogma of unconditional 
election and reprobation than any thing lately published. It is so 
perfectly candid; no attempt is made to distort a text; the inter- 
pretations are so fully confirmed by meditation and grammatical 
examination, that with unprejudiced minds it must have weight, 
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and with not a few of the less blindly prejudiced. The errors of the 
unlearned are here combated by learning; and the unstable may here 
find somewhat scriptural to rest on. Indeed the ninth chapter of this 
Epistle, the ancient stronghold of fatalism, seems now pretty generally 
admitted to be inapplicable to the question: and an ingenuous spirit, 
aided by an extended inquiry, which works like the present emi- 
nently facilitate, will dissipate the dreams of presumptuous confidence, 
and scatter the darkness of a groundless despair. 


a 


Art. Il. — 4 Treatise on the Doctrine of the Atonement: by 
Cuartes Jerram, M.A. Vicar of Chobham, Surrey. London. 8vo. 
1828. Price 9s. 


Wuutst the Deist laughs at the very notion of a Mediator, and the 
philosophising Christian fashions it to his own hypothesis, it is the 
duty of those “ whose lips should keep knowledge,” to vindicate the 
word of truth from the mischievous assaults of both. That duty has 
been well discharged by Mr. Jerram in the Treatise before us. To 
those who are acquainted with the writings of Butler and Horsley, 
Magee and Pearson, the Vicar of Chobham will offer nothing new ; 
(novelty, indeed, upon such a topic is almost impossible ;) but he who 
wishes to see the great doctrine of the Atonement perspicuously 
handled in a small compass, may profitably consult the volume, of 
which we extract the following account from the Preface. 

The great object I have had in view was to set the scriptural doctrine of the 
Atonement in a clear and full point of view: to separate it from all extraneous 
matter and minute refinements ; to give a plain answer to the objections brought 
against it ; to establish it on the clearest scriptural evidence ; and to rescue it from 
the charge of being founded on principles contrary to the constituted order and 
fitness of things. The principal merit of the work, (if it have any,) consists in 
its laying before the reader a connected view of the whole subject.—Pp. 8, 9. 

That the blessed Son of God laid down his life as an expiatory sa- 
crifice, whereby he made an atonement for transgression, and propi- 
tiated our offended God by his vicarious sufferings, is indeed the 
corner-stone of the Christian Fabric ;—the beginning, the middle, and 
the end of the oracles of truth. ‘To know Jesus Christ, and him 
crucified,” is life eternal: not to know him as “the Lamb of God, 
which taketh away the sins of the world,” is to be ignorant of the 
first principles of Christianity; and the mixture of error with our 
notions upon this tremendously important topic, in proportion as it 
vitiates our faith, so does it endanger our best hopes. 

The doctrine has an inseparable connexion with the entire system of 
religion, and enters essentially into the whole experience and hopes of the 
Christian. If he find, on inquiry, that he is wrong in this article of his 


faith, he is wrong in every other; and he will have every thing to begin 
afresh. He must find a new mode of obtaining pardon of sin and peace of 
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conscience; a new way of approaching God in prayer; new resources in the 
day of affliction ; new supports and consolations in the hour of death. Let it 
then be distinctly understood, that it is not for a single and insulated doctrine 
that we are now contending ;—for an opinion, which may be detached from the 
articles of faith, and no injury ensue to the rest ;—it is for the first link in the 
chain,—the key-stone of the arch,—the foundation, on which the temple of truth 
is built.—Chap. I. Sect. I. pp. 3, 4. 

Mr. Jerram divides his Treatise into four sections, which are sub- 
divided into chapters; and, for the information of our readers, we 
here detail the contents of the volume before us. 

The first section comprises two chapters,— one upon the importance 
of the doctrine of Atonement, and the other a general statement of the 
doctrine, with a plan of the Treatise: in which it is the endeavour of 
our author 


I. To remove the principal objections brought against the doctrine. 
II. To establish it oh the authority of the Holy Scriptures ; and, 
III. To shew that it is not inconsistent with the constituted order and fitness 


of things. 

The second section is divided into four chapters, the respective 
topics of which are arranged under the following heads, and contain a 
refutation of the objections usually urged against the doctrine of the 
Atonement. 


It is alleged, 1. That both the truth and importance of this doctrine may 
be denied from certain supposed omissions to mention it in the New Tes- 
tament. 2. That there is no necessity in the case to require it. 3. That it 
is in direct contradiction to many plain passages of the Holy Scriptures. And, 
lastly, That it is founded on an unauthorized assumption of the expiatory and 
vicarious nature of sacrifices.—Sect. II. p. 13. 


We are fully persuaded with our author that the sacrifice of 
animals was of divine institution; nor have we any doubt that from 
their first appointment they were expiatory and vicarious, and had a 
direct reference to the sacrifice of our Lord upon the cross. Mr. Fa- 
ber’s admirable “Treatise on the Origin of Primitive Sacrifice ” has, 
we think, triumphantly established this point in opposition to the 
hypothesis of Mr. Davison and all other opponents. Mr. Jerram has 
given us a succinct account of this question in the fourth chapter of 
the second section of the work now before us. His third section is 
devoted to the scriptural evidence in support of the doctrine of the 
Atonement ; and contains five chapters, in which we see—chap. i. “ A 
Collection of Passages of Scripture which are supposed to contain or 
illustrate the doctrine of the Atonement :” chap. ii. “ Remarks on the 
above passages of Scripture :” chap. iii. “ Argument from the Epistle 
to the Hebrews:” chap. iv. ‘‘ Argument from our Lord’s explanation 
of his sufferings after his Resurrection :” chap. v. “ Argument from 
the death of Christ being the constant subject of the Apostles preach- 
ing, and the great instrument of their extraordinary success.” In the 
fourth section it is maintained that “the doctrine of the Atonement is 
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not inconsistent with the constituted order and fitness of things. The 
first chapter of this section teaches that 


I. The argument from analogy is against the notion that sin will be forgiven 
on repentance ; 

II. And that the same argument “ is, that sin will be punished, unless averted 
by some foreign interposition.” 


The last chapter of the Treatise shews us that “analogy is not 
against the doctrine of a substitute bearing the penalty of sin.” 

Such is a table of the general contents of Mr. Jerram’s volume. 
How he has executed his design our readers shall judge for them- 
selves from the extracts which we purpose to make. 

The deplorable perverseness of “an evil heart of unbelief” is never 
so glaringly manifested as by the resistance which Socinians are 
wont to make against the overpowering evidence of the Scriptures to 
the doctrine of the Atonement: nor is the fond wisdom of false philo- 
sophers more palpably identified with other foolishness, than when it 
rejects the vicarious sufferings of Christ, because the line of mere 
human reason is too short to fathom the “great mystery of godliness.” 
And yet we think it may admit of a question whether the injudicious 
refinements of orthodox believers have not proved as prejudicial to 
the doctrine, which forms the theme of the volume on our table, as 
the objections of heretics, and the assaults of infidels. 


I cannot dismiss this subject, (writes Mr. Jerram,) without lamenting the 
evil which has resulted from carrying points of doctrine beyond the clear and 
plain statements of the Holy Scriptures. There is a constant tendency in our 
nature to be “wise above what is written ;” and to push arguments, and to draw 
inferences, which are altogether unauthorized by any fair construction of the 
word of God. The result has been pernicious, not only in the strife and debate, 
which have so often afflicted the church of Christ, but in giving the greatest 
advantage to its common enemies. They have associated these extravagant 
notions with Christianity itself; and gloried in their victory over their feeble 
opponents, as though they had gained a triumph over truth itself. This has in 
no case, perhaps, been more remarkable, and more to be regretted, than in the 
attacks which have been made on the doctrine of the Atonement. Many of its 
advocates have exceeded all the limits which the Scriptures and sober criticism 
prescribe, and have spoken so ineautiously of the Supreme Being in his character 
of Judge and Moral Governor, with the view of establishing the necessity of an 
exact equivalent, even to the minutest calculation, being given to his violated 
laws, as apparently to divest him of love and mercy, and to transform him into 
a being, not only of inflexible justice, but of inexorable wrath, without feeling 
the least relentings of compassion towards the returning prodigal. These repre- 
sentations have been insidiously identified with the doctrine of the Atonement, 
and exhibited as belonging to its very essence: and when its adversaries have 
established the doctrine of the divine goodness and compassion, they seem to 
think they have given a fatal blow to the doctrine of the Atonement, and that 
little else remains than to enjoy the honours of a triumph. But when this doc- 
trine is placed on its plain scriptural ground, and stripped of the ill-judged 
appendages with which some of its injudicious friends have encumbered it, it 
remains untouched by such arguments, and will retain its place till truth itself 
meets with a victorious adversary.—Pp. 10, 11. 


There is so much good sense in this plam and perspicuous state- 
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ment, that we marvel not a little at our author’s transgression of his 
own prescribed rule. That it has pleased God, “ out of regard to 
Christ’s sacrifice, to offer pardon and salvation to every penitent 
sinner,” (p. 5) is an everlasting truth written with a sun-beam, in ten 
thousand passages of Holy Writ! 

Let it be remarked too, (says our author,) that the truth of this doctrine 
does not rest on one or two insulated passages of Holy Scripture, but on such a 
body of accumulated evidence as can scarcely be brought in support of any other 
revealed truth. If no Christian would feel it respectful to the Divine Author 
of the sacred volume to doubt the truth of any doctrine clearly revealed, though 
it were supported by only one or two texts of Scripture, surely no one will hesi- 
tate to receive a doctrine which is confirmed by such numerous and independent 
passages as those just recited; passages deduced from the Old Testament and 
the New, from each of the Gospels, the Acts of the Apostles, almost every 
Epistle, and the Revelation of St. John: issuing from the lips of —— 
apostles, and the son of God; and selected from subjects, some of which are 
directly on the doctrine; others clearly implying it; and not a few proceeding 
upon it, as the foundation of all that is valuable to us in possession, or vast and 
everlasting in hope.—P. 200. 

We cordially agree with Mr. Jerram in this excellent observation : 
we think it quite impossible to overrate the weight of scriptural evi- 
dence to the doctrine of the Atonement! It is the Alpha and the 
Omega of the oracles of God! Yet, we venture to doubt whether it 
be allowable to say with our author that the sacrifice of Christ “ is 
the onLy condition and consideration, on account of which God does 
actually forgive sin,” or even “ the indispensable condition and consi- 
deration, on account of which he does forgive the penitent.” (p. 6, 7.) 
We know that Christ “appeared to put away sin by the sacrifice of 
himself;” but, we would beg leave to remind our readers that the 
bloody death of our Redeemér may not be the only condition and 
consideration in the pardon of our iniquities, and we refer them to 
the 14th verse of the ninth chapter of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
which runs thus: ‘‘ How much more shall the blood of Christ, who 
through the eternal Spirit offered himself witnovr spot to God,” 
(xpoceveyxey apwpoy,) “purge your conscience from dead works to 
serve the living God?” Now, we presume to think that the merito- 
rious obedience and the perfect righteousness of our immaculate Re- 
deemer are as much connected with the expiation of human guilt as 
his vicarious death. It is unquestionably certain that many texts of 
Scripture speak of the sacrifice of the Son of God as the marvellous 
means, through which our sins are remitted, and our reconciliation 
purchased ; “for God hath not appointed us to wrath, but to obtain 
salvation by our Lord Jesus Christ, who died for our sins.” (1 Thess. v. 
9,10.) But there are other passages of the inspired volume, which 
refer to the righteousness of our blessed High Priest, as one of the 
qualifications necessary to fit him for his hallowed office: and much 
caution, therefore, should be exercised, in this vital question, as in all 
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others, that we do not so interpret one part of Scripture as to make 
it contradict another. We know, and we earnestly contend that 
salvation is impossible unto sinners without remission of sin; that 
redemption in the decree of God is impossible without effusion of 
blood; and that our redemption was, therefore, wrought by the 
blood of our Redeemer, by the Lamb slain to take away our sins! 
But then, we cannot forget the characteristic mark of that Lamb 
which was “ without blemish and without spot ;” and we remember 
where it is declared that “such a High Priest became us, who is holy, 
harmless, undefiled, and separate from sinners.” Heb. vii. 26. ‘ By 
his knowledge shall my ricuTzovs servant justify many,” is the state- 
ment of Isaiah. God made him to be sin for us, who knew no sin. 
“Wherefore,” says Pearson, “there was no other brother but that 
Son of Man, which is the Son of God, who was like unto us in all 
things, sin only excepted, which could work this redemption for us. 
(Creed, Fol. Edit. p. 74.) We are redeemed, not with corruptible 
things, as silver and gold; but with the precious blood of Christ, as a 
lamb without blemish and without spot.” (1 Pet. i. 18,19.) The expia- 
tion of our sins is effected, it should seem, by the merit, death, and 
sufferings of the Holy Son of God; and the vicarious obedience is 
equally necessary as the vicarious sufferings of our righteous advocate, 
to satisfy the Divine Justice.* 

Wherein then (asks Usher) stands Christ’s satisfaction to God’s justice, which 
is the first part of his priesthood ? 

In yielding (the — replies) that perfect obedience, whereupon dependeth 
the whole merit of our salvation.—Dan. ix. 24; Eph. i. 2, 14, 15, 16. 

How was our Saviour to make satisfaction for our debt? 

1. By performing that perfect obedience, which we did owe. 2. By suffering 
that punishment due unto us for our sins, that so he might put out the hand- 
writing between God and us, and set us free. 

Hitherto of Christ’s sufferings: what is the other part of his satisfaction ? 

His perfect righteousness, whereby he did that which we are not able to do, 
and absolutely fulfilled the whole law of God for us.” — Bishop Usher's Body of 
Divinity, pp. 170, 171, 174. 

To the same point is the unambiguous testimony of our Church in 
her Homilies. 

God sent his only Son our Saviour into this world to fulfil the law for us, and 


by shedding of his most precious blood to make a sacrifice and satisfaction. ... . 
So that in our justification, there is not only God’s mercy and grace, but also his 
justice, and it consisteth in paying our ransom, and fulfilling of the law.... . So 


that Christ is now the righteousness of all them that do truly believe in him. 
He for them paid their ransom by his death. He for them fulfilled the law in his 
life. ... . God shewed his mercy unto us in delivering us from our former cap- 
tivity, without requiring of any ransom to be paid, or amends to be made on our 
parts, which thing by us had been impossible to be done. And whereas it lay 
not in us to do that, he provided a ransom for us, that was, the most precious 
body and blood of his own most dear and best beloved Son Jesus Christ, who, 





* See Bishop Horsley’s Sermons, Serm. VIII. 








470 Jerram’s Treatise on the Doctrine of the Atonement. 





besides this ransom, fulfilled the law for us perfectly: and so the justice of God 
and his mercy did embrace together, and fulfilled the mystery of our re- 
demption.—Homily Sermon, on Salvation by only Christ our Saviour, Part I. 

If the righteousness of Christ be thus as indispensable as his death 
to the expiation of our iniquities, is Mr. Jerram correct in saying that 
his sacrifice is “ the only condition and consideration on account of 
which God does actually forgive sin?” (p. 6.) 

These remarks, however, have kept our readers too long from the 
pages of Mr. Jerram, and we entreat our author to believe that they 
have been dictated only by an anxious desire to remove from his 
excellent treatise even the smallest appearance of defect: and we 
shall be much surprised if, in a second edition, our hints be altogether 
disregarded. The whole of the third section of the volume on our 
table, touching the “‘ Scriptural Evidence of the Doctrine ” of Atone- .~ 
ment, we recommend to the attention of the young student in divinity, 
for we know not where he can meet with a more useful manual. Of 
its merits he may form a correct judgment from the following extract. 






































Such, then, are the proofs from Scripture texts, and the doctrine of sacrifice, 
of the inseparable connexion between the death of our Lord Jesus Christ and 
the salvation of the sinner. Not only do most numerous passages of the sacred 
volume, expressed in almost every variety of language, plain and figurative, 
direct and incidental, narrative, doctrinal, and interwoven in its very texture, 
declare this; but also the whole fabric of sacrificial rites and the Levitical 
priesthood,—constituting the religion of the faithful, from the first man down to 
the coming of the Messiah; and most minutely, and in all its prominent 
parts, referred to by writers of the New Testament, and directly applied to 
Christ, and that in such language as could not fail to excite in the minds both 
of Jews and Gentiles, whose whole religion had hitherto consisted of sacrifice, 
the idea of expiatory, propitiatory, and vicarious atonement,— declares with 
a tone and emphasis not to be resisted, that the remission of sin is never 

anted but out of regard to the all-sufficient atonement of the Son of God.— 
P. 245, Sect. III. c. 2. 





We regret that our limits forbid us to quote any passages from 
Mr. Jerram’s next chapter, in which he has ably handled the “ argu- 
ment from the Epistle to the Hebrews,” and demonstrated with 
peculiar happiness that— . 

The sacrifice which Christ made for the sins of the world was of the same 
nature as those under the Mosaic dispensation, and a necessary condition in 
the remission of sin.—P. 265. 

It has been stated, with the marvellous assurance characteristic of 
their schools, by the impugners of the doctrine of the Atonement, that 
our Lord was silent with respect to it, when it was most natural for 
him to have taught it, if it had been a doctrine of truth. To this 
allegation we say, in the first place, that it is nothing to the purpose ; 
that our Saviour might have wise reasons for his silence ; and that the 
validity of the objection shall be granted, when the silence of one 
witness shall be deemed competent to outweigh the positive testimony 
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of a host of unexceptionable authorities to a point in dispute. To 
this bold allegation we say, in the second place, that it is absolutely 
false. We maintain that our Saviour did not pass over the subject of 
the Atonement in silence, and we appeal to such texts as Matt. xxvi. 
ver. 28; Mark xiv. 24; Matt. xx. 26; Mark x. 45; John iii. 14, 15. 
John x. 11; John xv. 18; John vi. 51; Luke xxiv. 25, 26, 45—47. 


He had no sooner made the necessary sacrifice for sin, than he explained the 
importance of it to his disciples, and taught them that every thing in the 
system which had ccntinaal their religion, from the creation of man, and 
especially from the establishment of the Levitical priesthood by Moses down 
to that present moment, had a direct regard to his death upon the cross; and 
thus, by anticipation, the Great Author of our religion has himself answered 
the objections now brought against the expiatory nature of his death, and has 
taught us that there can be no remission of sin but in relation to his sacrifice ; 
and that there never had been any forgiveness but in typical reference to that 
atonement which he had just made upon the cross.—Sect. III. c. 4. p. 274. 


The remarkable fact, that from the death of Christ, animal sacri- 
fice ceased to be a part of the religion of Christians, is thus excellently 
commented upon by the pious vicar of Chobham :— 


This fact is, I think, worthy of peculiar attention. A system of sacrifice had 
been continued without intermission, for four thousand years, from the creation 
of man down to the death of Christ, in every nation, tribe, and tongue of the 
whole family of man. Immediately on the crucifixion of the Messiah these 
sacrifices ceased, and in every church planted by the Apostles, they were super- 
seded by a more spiritual worship, and by a faith which reposed on the merito- 
rious death of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, instead of those animal 
victims, which had every where, till that time, been presented in behalf of 
offenders. How can this universally admitted fact be accounted for, but on 
the principles which are advocated in this Treatise? Does it not show, in the 
clearest manner, that sacrifice was originally of divine institution ?—that, as it 
has been shown to be expiatory, and vicarious, so also it was symbolical of the 
death of Christ upon the cross?—and that, as soon as that sacrifice had been 
offered, the whole system was superseded, and a new order of things introduced, 
by which, through faith in the crucified Messiah, the penitent sinner obtains the 
free and full forgiveness of his sins? These things are established, then, both 
by the facts of the case, the concurrent voice of the whole Scriptures, and by 
the direct testimony, given on the specific question before us, of the very Author 
of our religion, our God and Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ.—Sect. III. ¢. 4. 
p- 275. 

We would not be captious in our criticism; but we venture to ex- 
press our surprise that the clauses in the above extract, in which we 
have printed in italics the important words, “ faith” and “ penitent,” 
did not induce our respectable author to remodel the passage in the 
sixth page of his work, to which we have before referred. And, 
though we are persuaded that there is no real difference between 
ourselves and Mr. Jerram upon the point, we think there is some 
danger of teaching men te forget the indispensable conditions of faith 
and repentance to their salvation, when, without any notice of such 
conditions, it is broadly asserted that “ the sacrifice of Christ is the 
onlg condition and consideration, on account of which God forgives 
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sin.” Perhaps the danger would be obviated by adding to the con- 
clusion of the sentence, the qualifying words, “ whenever it is repented 
of.” The doctrine of salvation through the blood of the Cross was 
the great instrument of spreading the blessed Gospel throughout the 
world: for, though the Jews were offended at it, and the Greeks 
thought it very “ foolishness,” it was “ mighty through God to the 
pulling down of strongholds, and reducing the world to the obedience 
of faith. 


This result, let it be remembered, was the fruit of that doctrine which I have 
been attempting in this Treatise to establish; and its extraordinary effects are 
an evidence of its truth. God owned and blessed the labours of those who 
published it, to an extent far beyond the reach of merely human efforts ; and he 
has thus made known to all succeeding ministers, by what means he will accom- 
plish the purposes of his grace and mercy to a ruined world. All have sinned 
and come short of the glory of God. Sin is no trivial affair; it is the casting* 
off of all allegiance to God, and joining against his kingdom in confederacy 

with the powers of darkness. This defection in duty,—this apostacy from God, 

—this revolt to Satan, must not be passed over as a matter of comparative 
unimportance. Repentance cannot repair the breach, nor atone for the trans- 

gression. The Son of God, the gift of the Father’s pity and compassion to 

man, undertakes the desperate cause. He becomes the sinner’s friend, dies 

“the just for the unjust,” and redeems us from the curse of the law by becom- 

ing a curse for us. He thus opens the way to reconciliation with God; and a 

commission is given to proclaim these glad tidings throughout the world. The 

Apostles convey the message; they dwell with rapture on the compassion of 
the Father and the love of the Son. They can neither think, speak, nor write 

of any other subject than the cross, and are “ determined to know nothing save 

Jesus Christ, and him crucified.” God seals the truth of this message by the 

gift of the Holy Ghost ; the understandings of men are enlightened, their hearts 

renewed; they turn from idols to serve the living and true God, and the ends 

of the earth see his salvation. And all this was the fruit of the doctrine of 

forgiveness of sins by the atoning sacrifice of our Lord and Saviour Jesus 

Christ.—Sect. III. ¢. 5. p. 285. 


We forbear to accompany our author through the two chapters of 
his fourth and concluding section, in which he strenuously maintains, 
and that too with no mean talent, that the doctrine of the Atonement 
is not inconsistent with the constituted order and fitness of things. 
He has wisely availed himself, in this part of his treatise, of the 
incomparable analogy of Bishop Butler, and demonstrated, that 
“ there is nothing in the principles of nature, or in the divine govern- 
ment, which forbids the intervention of the Son of God to avert the 
penalty of sin from man, by suffering it himself.” We entertain no 
doubt of the correctness of Mr. Jerram’s argument, though some of 
his details might, we think, be justly questioned ; nor are we greatly 
enamoured of comparisons, however ingenious, between divine and 
human government, as a basis upon which to erect the superstructure 

of our creed. ‘ In what.sense, or whether with truth in any sense, 

justice may be said to demand the punishment of offenders,” (Paley, 

Moral Philosophy, B. VI. c. 9.) what is the proper end of human 

punishments, and what may be the full satisfaction of perfect justice, 
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are curious questions, which the casuist may dissect, and the philo- 
sopher may analyse, but they are not necessarily connected with the 
establishment of Christian doctrines ; and we want no arguments from 
analogy to prove that what God has revealed and done is consistent 
with infinite wisdom, immaculate justice, and incomprehensible bene- 
volence! The redemption of man by the blood of the cross is 
avowedly revealed in the volume of inspiration. We THEREFORE 
believe it. To the captious objections of conceited Deists, who dare 
to arraign that stupendous mystery as contrary to the nature and 
fitness of things, we feel that it is a waste of time to frame a laboured 
reply. We would rather at once enter our solemn protest against 
the “ fitness” of such false philosophy, and exclaim in emphatic 
words, “ Let God be true, but every man a liar.” 


i 


Art. III.—The Boor. A Poem, addressed to the Church of Christ, 
and dedicated to his Grace the Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, by the 
Rev. Joun Hitt, M.A. London: Rivingtons; and Lloyd and Son. 
1829. pp. 88. 


TuERE is a species of poetry which, if we are to believe a tolerably 
good judge of such matters, neither ‘Gods, nor men, nor columns” 


are able to bear. In direct contradiction to the axiom of the Stagyrite, 
that excellence consists in preserving a due medium between two 
extremes, “ Immortal Verse” stands forth the opponent of his theory, 
or at best the exception which proves his rule. The reverend bard 
before us, Mr. John Hill, Master of Arts, appears to have been fully 
aware of this circumstance, and, whatever faults may be imputed to 
his poem, mediocrity is certainly not one of them. In the preliminary 
address to our excellent Primate, Mr. H. informs “his Lordship” that 
it is intended to be “ descriptive of the education, life, and occupa- 
tion of a sensible (?), humane, and pious Christian: to the philan- 
thropist, to the theologian, and to the divine, it is indeed intended to 
discover a more recondite purpose.” With this clue for our guide, 
let us attempt the labyrinth. The “ four first lines of the first stanza” 
contain, as we are told in the Appendix, “‘ a figure of that state of 
religion against which Inspiration has raised the holy voice and de- 
nunciations of Prophecy, with whose admonitions every true disciple 
of Jesus ought faithfully and honestly to be made acquainted, and on 
whose eagle wing the Israel of God ought to rise above the storms 
that gather around them. The fifth, beside its literal and direct effect, 
is in like manner intended to confirm the pious reader in the belief 
that the Almighty never leaves himself without a witness in the 
human breast to testify against error, falsehood, and oppression ; 
VOL. XI. NO. VIII. Sa 
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while the sixth and last line will be found to bear an allusion to the 
lofty and commanding elevation to which the eye of the Christian 
Church has been elevated.” We subjoin the stanza in question. 
While, gloom-defying, o’er the vale rose crowned 

A shaggy mount, from darkness oe light, 
The sun’s refracted rays still gleaming round, 

Through blackening clouds forestalling hastening night, 
A Boor, contented, traced his lonely way, 
To where his cot spoke last and earliest day. 


In devious glee his latent bosom shone, &c. 


Now on perusing these lines, we honestly confess that we found 
ourselves much in the same situation with Mr. Puff’s dull friend in 
the Critic, when unable to appreciate the comprehensiveness of Lord 
Burleigh’s nod, and were tempted to exclaim with him, “ Dear me! 
did the first stanza mean all that?” Almost despairing from this 
outset to unravel all the “ didactic and allegorical texture of the 
work,” we set ourselves in the first instance to decipher the narrative 
itself, leaving the concealed John-Bunyanisms for more mature con- 
sideration. The superficial story then, beneath which such a mass of 
abstruse matter lies hid from “ the ordinary reader,” is briefly this :— 
A “ Boor” (we are tempted to suspect here a trifling deviation from 
orthography in the reduplication of an o and the omission of a final e) 
is returning home in this very equivocal weather, and is saying to 
himself, or rather “‘ Echo” is saying to him, that, ‘‘ Man’s real wants 
are but few ;” when on a sudden, “ distant thunder ends the slighted 
theme,” and 

: Through rending heaven fierce spirits rush to battle 

In lightning clash, and shout in thunder’s rattle. 

The calm succeeding headlong torrents broke : 

Vast tumbling rocks and dashing trees swept down ; 

And in their boiling, plunging course, loud spoke 

Portentous deeds, through Nature’s lurid frown : 

Yet fairer than what strew the cherished dead, 

Manuring laurels for the guilty head! - 

If this be not a sublime description of a storm, the deuce is in it. 
Here we have “succeeding,” ‘ tumbling,” ‘“ dashing,” “ boiling,” 
* plunging,” and “ manuring,” all in six lines. The last two, indeed, 
are a little too “ didactic and allegorical” for our entire comprehension, 
but they are not a whit the less magnificent. Amidst all this hurly- 
burly of thunder and lightning, the “Boor,” in utter contempt of 
Dr. Franklin, gets under a tree, and “ muses inwardly,” how much 
snugger his wife and child are sitting by the fire in his “ cot” at home. 
After a time, as it does not seem likely to hold up, his thoughts take 
a wider range, and ramble, in the course of the next 140 stanzas, over 


Hoe and dibble, pruning-knife and spade, 
’Mid tools, and stuff of various use and kind, 
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through a portion of the Book of Genesis, occasionally diverging to 
pictures of rural felicity, in which “living like dog and cat” does not, 
after all, appear in the unpleasant light depicted by the proverb. 
| Her (the goat’s) tinklings stilled, she joins the evening's sport, 
The playful dog repels in reared defence, 
Or mocks him from the crag, her safe resort, 
While on the bough puss keeps him in suspense ; 
Cur begs one look, then leaps and barks alarm, 
His foe pursues, but knows he must not harm. 

After six-and-forty pages, replete with imagery no less fanciful, 
exhibited in diction quite as felicitous, the rain leaves off, the “‘ Boor” 
goes home, and finds his cottage has been the prey of the storm; it 
is in short completely blown down, his wife crushed in the ruins, and 
every thing animate and inanimate, except his son, reduced to a per- 


4 fect wreck. 
What then his growing woe! 
F When to the storm the crags dire trophies raise, 
F Of page revered, cloak, thatch, his plants and hoe !” 
' The unfortunate “ Boor” is naturally enough exceedingly shocked at 


this sad loss of property, and, we are told, “sinks exhausted on a 
fallen rock,” beneath a “ circling cliff,” which 


Looks o’er his roofless cot with savage mien, 
As blood-fed monsters on lost parents glare, 
Grim death, then, limb by limb their children tear. 


His Bible is torn to pieces by the fury of the elements; a single page 
alone remains, containing, as we are informed in a note, two chapters 
/ of the prophet Isaiah ; this 





He reads while midnight on the leaf shines clear. 
His conscience “ thrills;” why, we know not, as he has kitherto 
appeared a very meditative, harmless sort of personage: and seeing 
his “ toil-relaxing seat” still standing beneath his “ favoured tree,” he 
i goes to sit down upon it: 
As pines the eagle where his aérie hung, 
Embattled by the ocean’s distant roar, 
But late by night’s black tempest flung, 
With mate and offspring, on the boiling shore; 
So memory’s pangs awhile the Boor endures, 
Then pensive leads to where the shade allures. 
With day had Virgo fled, but night proclaims 
That Libra now revolves the equal year; 
Bright Perseus’ sword meridian justice flames 
O’er light and darkness, hope and guilty fear. 
Deep silence reigns, the moon declines serene, 
And all looks glorious round the dreadful scene. 
; And seated under this strange configuration of the heavens, the poem 
q somewhat abruptly leaves “the Boor,” as we shall do the poet, with 


the elegant compliment paid long since by the Roman bard to a 
5 brother versifier : 


Tale tuum carmen nobis, Divine Poeta, 
Quale sopor! 
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Strictures on Dr. Arnold’s Pamphlet, 
entitled “ The Christian Duty of 
Granting the Claims of the Roman 
Catholics.” By the Rev. H. Town- 
sEND Powe tt, M.A. Curate of Stret- 
ton-on-Dunsmoor, Warwickshire. 
London: Rivingtons. 1829. pp. 26. 
Price 1s. 6d. 


We have read with much pleasure 
the able pamphlet of Mr. Powell in 
answer to the liberal production of 
Dr. Arnold, which was lately put forth, 
charging all with injustice and wrong 
who did not give their suffrage in fa- 
vour of the claims of the papists. The 
arguments in this pamphlet are seve- 
rally brought forward by Mr. Powell, 
and by him severally answered in a 
short, but, we think, convincing man- 
ner. Dr. Arnold is proved to be mis- 
taken in his facts—confused in his 
reasoning—and wrong in his princi- 
ples. In proof of the latter we quote 
the following, which will show how 
far even a clever man may mistake 
his path, when wedded to the popular 
liberalism of modern times. 


































Dr. Arnold. 

We might as well 
build our ships after 
the model of our 
forefathers’ cora- 
cles, as endeavour 
to find the princi- 
ples of wisdom and 
justice developed in 
our forefathers’ go- 
vernment.—P. 5. 

The antiquity of 
an institution does 
not afford a pre- 
sumption in favour 
of its excellence.— 
Pp. 22. 

The presumption 
is always in favour 
of change.—P. 9. 


The Bible. 

Enquire, I pray 
thee, of the former 
age, and prepare 
thyselfto the search 
of their fathers ; for 
we are but of yes- 
terday, and know 
nothing. — Job viii. 
ver. 8. 


Thus saith the 
Lord, Ask for the 
old paths, where is 
the good way, and 
walk therein.—Jer. 
vi. 16. 

My son, fear thou 
the Lord and the 
king, and meddle 
not with them that 
are given tochange. 
— Prov, xxiv. 21. 


Such, gentle reader, is a specimen 


of the 
reasoning. 


soundness of Dr. Arnold’s 
In other points also— 


church government—a visible church, 


&e. he appears to be equally clear. 





His pamphlet has had a wide circu- 
lation, and we have even heard talk of 
a second edition; but we should hope 
that Mr. Powell’s observations will be 
as weighty with the Dr. as they have 
been with us. To his readers we 
recommend, in justice, a perusal of 
Mr. Powell’s reply; after which, if 
they do not rise quite so beral in 
their views, we are assured they will 
be more sound in their ideas. 





John Huss ; or the Council of Constance : . 
a Poem, with Historical and Descrip- 
tive Notes. London: Rivingtons. 
1829. pp. xii. 118. Price 4s. 6d. 


Ir would much gratify us to be able 
to do justice to this unpretending but 
admirable little book m a more en- 
larged and comprehensive review of 
its contents. But our readers may 
take our word for it, that though pre- 
vented by want of room from quoting 
in proof of our assertion, our inclina- 
tion would induce us to extract some 
of those beautiful passages which have 
earned for their author such praise as 
we feel great satisfaction in conferring 
on the score of justice, and which, we 
doubt not, will be echoed by our 
brethren of the craft whenever the 
volume shall have found its way, as 
we hope it soon will, into the good 
graces of the critical world. We Rave 
not read such a poem for many a day; 
and in offering the meed of our ap- 
probation, we Seg to include not alone 
the mechanical and imaginative portion 
of the work, but the moral and religious 
tone which runs throughout it,—the 
dignified defence and pleading in behalf 
of the deserted ark of Protestantism,— 
and the correct historical detail of that 
time of iniquity which has cast such a 
halo of terror around the memory of 
“the Council of Constance.” We 
cannot, however, forbear quoting the 
introductory lines as a specimen of the 
author’s powers as a poet, and the 
concluding ones as a proof of his cha- 
racter as a man :— 


I stood on LANGENARGHEN’S leafy shore, 
The Schwartzenwald behind me, and before 
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Fhe Suabian waters; on whose slumbering 
breast 

The Rheatian Alps reposed in shadowy rest: 

While faint and far, along the pine-clad 
height, 

The village church or watch-tower glim- 
mered white, 

And o'er the forest frowned, in snowy swell, 

The proudand peopled cliffs of APPENZELL! 


’Twas summer-tide: and Nature’s brow 

serene, 

Breathed gladdening thoughts congenial to 
the scene: 

Arouné all beauty—all above sublime— 

Charms to detain the flying steps of Time! 

Frequent along the waters’ flowery marge, 

In sail and sunshine, floated Pleasure’s 
barge ; 

And glad from vintage-ground, the Vig- 
neron, 

Poured forth the pathos of Helvetian song— 

That ‘ Song of Liberty,’ whose quickening 
spell 

Can rouse the frozen chase and forest dell— 

And heard on Freedom’s hills, what heart 
but owns 

The more than magic thrilling in its tones! 

But who may tell what strong and mys- 

tic charm, 

Melts the warm heart, or nerves the war- 
rior’s arm, 

Moulds the young wanderer of these moun- 
tains wild, 

In deeds a hero, and in heart a child? 

But oh! if bought by foreign bribe he roam, 

Breathe—breathe not in his ear the songs 
of home ! 

For once in foreign camp their rapture 
poured, 

In vain the palsied exile grasps the sword— 

His heart dissolves in fond domestic dream, 

Such as the Hebrew dreamt by Babelstream. 


Oh, there be flowers of soil and flowers 

of song, 

Whereon the sensitive is stampt so strong, 

Their bloom will not adorn the stranger’s 
land— 

Their voice will not be heard on alien 
strand ! 

Their hues and tones—harmonious with 
their clime— 

If once transplanted, perish in their prime! 

But cherished in their home, the leaf and 
lyre, 

Fresh blooms the flower, the song retains 
its fire!—Pp. 1—4. 

O THOU, whose light when that of life 

departs, 

The sparkling cynosure of drooping hearts ! 

Whose smile can scatter flowers on Nature’s 
tomb, 

And breathe o’er withered hopes eternal 
bloom— 





O thou that link’st the human with divine, 

That light—Reticion! and that bloom 
are thine !—P. 72. 

When sorrows lower, when health or 

pleasures fly, 

Thou art the rainbow of our mental sky ! 

Our sun and solace, when the heart is 
wrung— 

Balm to the bosom, when its peace is stung ! 

Our lamp in darkness, and our life in death— 

A glory that survives th’ arrested breath— 

A living flower the lightning cannot scathe— 

The richest gem upon the robe of Faith! 

A crown of life, from lengthened travail 
won— 

The guide to glory when our course is run! 

A pharos, in the whelming breaker’s roar, 

Lighting the weary to a welcome shore ! 

Oh, thou art more than human thought can 
frame— 

Than worlds can purchase—more than 
tongue can name! 


, Thou light’st thy torch at life’s expiring 


breath, 
And plum'st thy wings upon the bed of 
death !—Pp. 74, 75. 

These verses are, indeed, sweet; 
and they lack, moreover, that allite- 
ration and antithesis which are pro- 
minent in other places. The notes 
are instructive and entertaining, and, 
withal, authentic. Our readers will 
not repent the purchase. 





A Sermon preached in the Cathedral 
Church of St. Paul, on Thursday, 
May 14, 1829, at the Festival of the 
Sons of the Clergy. By the Rev. 
Cuartes Wess te Bas, M.A. Rec- 
tor of St. Paul’s, Shadwell; Pro- 
fessor in the East India College, 
Hertford ; and late Fellow of Trinity 
College, Cambridge. London: Ri- 
vingtons. 1829. 4to. pp. xxiii. 19. 


John xvi. 33. From the source of 
consolation here offered by our Lord 
to his disciples, so unlike what would 
naturally have been offered by any 
human teacher, and so unlikely to be 
available to the end proposed, the 
preacher first deduces an argument 
of the divinity of him who uttered it. 
The truth of both parts of the propo- 
sition being then established, he pro- 
ceeds thus emphatically to apply the 
subject to the more immediate purpose 
of his discourse .— 

And why is it that I presume to dwell 
upon these things, surrounded as I am 
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by numbers, from whom it would better 
become me to learn them, than to urge 
them on the remembrance of my 
brethren? Why is it, but because the 
solemnities of this day bring forcibly to 
our thoughts the need and value of the 
consolation here administered by our 
Lord! Why, but because the very 
labour of love which has called us to- 
gether bears witness to the tribulation 
which still, as ever, is the lot of Christ’s 
ministering servants, and against which, 
in his strength, they are appointed to 
contend? Why, but because we are 
met to cherish and to succour the 
widows and the children of those who 
have fallen in the ranks of that warfare, 
and who, we would humbly hope, have 
entered into the joy of their Saviour’s 
victory? I cannot imagine a more 
solemn and affecting commentary on 
his words, than the sight of helpless 
orphans, whose fathers were doomed to 
poverty, and to care, and to a stern 
conflict with the world, and this in the 
service of Him who came to teach them 
and us how to overcome the world !— 
Pp. xi. xii. 

A masterly discussion here ensues, 
in which the origin of the extreme 
indigence of many of the parochial 
clergy is traced to the appropriations 
which were continually made at the 
time of the dissolution of religious 
houses; and, after drawing an affect- 
ing picture of the struggles which a 
Christian minister frequently encoun- 
ters, while honestly discharging the 
work of an evangelist, in keeping his 
family from utter destitution, Mr. Le 
Bas sums up with this animated ap- 
peal :— 

None, surely, are now present who 
can endure the thought of such things. 
Nbdne are now present, but will be ready 
to stretch out their hand to avert such 
calamity, and such disgrace: and not 
only so, but to lift up their voice in this 
sacred cause, and to speak honourably 
and kindly of it, among their neighbours, 
their relatives, and their friends. They 
will show that they esteem the Christian 
ministry very highly in love for their 
work’s sake; and they will show it by 
forbidding, so far as their good offices 
can forbid, that the children of the 
righteous labourer should be forsaken, or 
their seed left to beg their bread. They 
will ask themselves, what would the 
Saviour of the world pronounce, if he 
were now personally and visibly present 
upon earth, and were to see the orphans 
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of his consecrated ministers deserted by 
those who call themselves the members 
of his Church? What would be the 
countenance wherewith the Lamb of 
God would look upon such a sight? 
And how, then, can we bear that such a 
sight should present itself to him, sit- 
ting, as he now is, at the right hand of 
the Eternal Majesty? We cannot, surely, 
but remember that, by the travail of his 
soul, the Saviour overcame the world for 
us. How then shall we abandon the 
widows and the orphans of those, whose 
office was to point to the glories of that 
triumph; and who, as good soldiers, 
have known the bitterest hardness of 
the warfare ?—Pp. xxii. xxiii. 

Towards the advocate of a work of 
Christian benevolence, criticism must 
necessarily be disarmed of her pro- 
verbial severity, even where the topic 
is weakly discussed, and the applica- 
tion less energetic and forcible than 
we might be led to desire. In the 
present instance, however, the best 
friends of the noble Institution, in sup- 
port of which this sermon was de- 
livered, could scarcely have wished 
for a more powerful pleader, and 
would have found no little difficulty 
in procuring one. 


The Excellency of the Liturgy. A 
Sermon, preached at All Saints’ 
Church, Southampton, on Wednes- 
day, April 22, 1829, in aid of the 
Societies for Promoting Christian 
Knowledge, and for Propagating the 
Gospel in Foreign Parts. By the 
Rev. Wiii1aM Deattry, B.D.F.R.S. 
Chancellor of the Diocese of Win- 
chester. London: Hatchard and 
Son. 1829. 8vo. pp. 32. 


Tuis sermon was preached from 
Philippians iii. 16. from which the 
great general principle is deduced, 
“ That the whole Christian Church 
should, as far as circumstances will 
allow, be ‘ of one accord, of one mind,’ 
not merely as it respects thé chief 
doctrines and precepts of the Gospel, 
but in reference to every matter which 
affects the religious character of the 
Christian, and the purity of his holy 
profession.” The author then pro- 
ceeds in the way of hnypethaiie— ‘Phat 
if there does exist a system of public 
worship, venerable for its antiquity, 
and apostolical in character, that the 
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eneral use of such a service would be 


ehly advantageous, and that the 
benefits resulting from it would be, 

Additional security for the main- 
tenance of Christian truth :— 

A termination of many of those 
divisions which now distract the 
Christian world :— 

A depriving of the infidel and 
scoffer of one of the greatest objec- 
tions to Christianity—the division of 
its subjects :— 

And, lastly, an increased happiness, 
arising from the sympathy of kindred 
spirits, while offering common suppli- 
cations at the throne of grace, and 
joining in the same ascriptions of 
thanksgiving and praise. 

Having shown the benefits that 
would arise from such a system of 
public worship, our author undertakes 
to show that the Liturgy of the Church 
of England is exactly such as he 
has described. And this he does by 
appealing to the experience of its 
members, whether a due attention to 
her ritual does not excite devotional 
feeling, and instruct us in the know- 
ledge of ourselves, and of the mercy 
of God in Christ Jesus. Our venera- 
tion is then demanded for the Liturgy 
on account of its antiquity; and the 
advantages derived from it in the dif- 
ferent regions of the globe, under the 
dominion of Britain, where our country- 
men may yet enjoy the religious privi- 
leges of their native land. 

Mr. D. then shows, that in the con- 
version of the heathen a formulary is 
indispensably necessary to meet their 
prepossessions. In conclusion, an ap- 
peal is made to the members of the 
Church for their support of the two 
excellent Societies, from the great 
good that has been derived, and may 
still be experienced from their active 
exertions both at home and abroad. 
This is the general outline of the 
discourse; and, although the argu- 
ments used are not new, yet they are 
worked up in a popular manner, and 
well calculated to make a powerful 
impression upon the heart. 


A Letter from the Vicar of Bexley to 
the Churchwardens of that Parish. 
Printed for the use of the Parish- 
ioners. 8vo. pp. 49. 
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Tue main design of this letter is 
strictly local; urging upon the parish- 
ioners of Bexley, through the medium 
of the churchwardens, the necessity of 
enlarging the parish church, suggest- 
ing the best means of effecting that 
purpose, and proposing a scheme for 
raising a fund adequate to the un- 
dertaking. We know not whether 
Dr. Goddard contemplates a circula- 
tion beyond the circle of his own living; 
but from the clear and lucid manner 
in which the law is laid down, as it 
touches the right of faculties and pre- 
scriptions, and the letting and sale of 
pews, it could not fail to be useful in 
other quarters. 


Questions and Answers relative to Con- 
JSirmation. 8vo. pp. 23. price 6d. 


Tuis tract also is from the pen of 
the Vicar of Bexley; being a plain 
and scriptural exposition, under the 
form of interrogatories proposed to a 
National School Boy, of the rite of 
confirmation. It is divided into two 
parts; the nature of which will be 
easily seen from the table of con- 
tents :—— 

Part I.—Privileges of Baptism—Diffi- 
culty of Infant Baptism—How got over 
for the present—Parents not excused by 
Sponsors—Baptismal Vows—Divine Grace 
—Confirmation, active and passive—Not 
a Sacrament. 

Part IJ.—Confirmation an Apostolic 
Rite—Resemblance to ours — Difference 
from ours—Time of Performance—Rea- 
sons of it—Twenty-fifth Article—Office 
for Confirmation — Explanations of it— 
Manifold Gifts—Laying on of Hands— 
Reserved to Bishop — How to be assured 
of Grace—Relation it bears to Baptism—to 
the Lord’s Supper — Unbaptized cannot 
be properly confirmed—Confirmation only 
once—Causes of this Rite being misunder- 
stood—Confusion that sometimes attends 
Administration — Neglect of Church- 
wardens in the Church and on the Road. 


IN THE PRESS. 


A New Edition of Dean Graves’ 
Lectures on the Pentateuch, complete 
in one very large volume, 8vo. 

An Analysis of Bishop Burnet’s Ex- 
position of the Thirty-nine Articles, 
with Notes, by Thomas Newland, A.B. 
T.C.D. One thick volume, 12mo. 
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A SERMON. 
DIVES AND LAZARUS. 


LvuKE xvi. 22, 23. 


It came to pass that the beggar died, and was carried by the angels 
into Abraham's bosom. The rich man also died, and was buried ; 
and in hell he lifted up his eyes, being in torments, and seeth Abra- 
ham afar off, and Lazarus in his bosom. 

Tue parable from which these words are chosen is both interesting 


and instructive. It is one which, from its very nature, is likely to 
leave upon the mind of the reader a lasting impression. The lan- 


guage ascribed to the several characters introduced is at once simple \ 


and appropriate; on every perusal we seem to hear them uttering 
it afresh; and, aided by the few short touches of description which 
are scattered through the narrative, are able to form a lively image 
in our minds of the opposite conditions of woe and bliss, in which 
they are represented to have been placed. To go through the parable 
in unbroken order may be considered as unnecessary. All, we pre- 
sume, are sufficiently acquainted with it to apprehend the connexion 
of the remarks which shall now be offered upon its contents. 

We may first observe the entire and irrevocable change in the 
_ respective conditions of the persons principally mentioned, in the 
state immediately succeeding to their decease. The beggar died, 
and was carried by the angels into Abraham's bosom; the rich 
man also died, and was buried; and in hell he lifted up his 
eyes, being in torments. Thus the two were indeed more than 
ever differing in circumstances from each other. The rich man had 
become the poor, and the poor the rich. God had “taken up the 
needy out of the dust, and had set him with the princes of his people,” 
while he had “ cast down the mighty from his seat” into the pit of 
misery and disgrace. The one was suddenly crowned with exceeding 
glory and happiness beyond all proportion to his former sufferings 
and depression, the other was plunged into depths of wretchedness 
and despair, sufficient at once to blot out, or rather to turn into 
bitterness, the recollection of his former abundance and exaltation. 

Regarding the reasons of so striking a dispensation, of such a 
change beyond all example in the course of the present changeable 
world, we may be certain that the state of man hereafter depends not 
altogether upon his state here, but more immediately upon his dis- 
position and conduct. There is no ground in the Scripture before us 
for supposing that all the low shall be borne aloft-upon angel’s wings, 
or that all the high shall be abandoned to the gulf beneath. God 
himself (we are repeatedly taught to believe) dispenses riches and 
poverty, as he sees fit, to the sons of men, for the proof or trial of 
their hearts, whether they will really love and obey him during the 
manifold, though opposite, temptations which result from these opposite 
allotments. Neither of them, therefore, should in any wise be accounted 
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by us a token of favour, or of wrath to come; on the contrary, 
we should hold that either may be used to the saving or ruin of 
the soul. Nor, if we will look only at the instance under review, 
does the rich man there seem to be tormented merely because he 
had been rich, or the beggar to be comforted merely because he 
had been poor. It is sufficiently clear from what is said, that the 
former had fallen into the snare of his riches, so as to be poor in 
heavenly treasure ; whence we may reasonably conjecture of the latter 
(since a contrast is evidently intended between the two) that he had 
become rich in faith, under his want of earthly goods. The rich man 
was full, and his heart was lifted up to neglect or deny the Lord. 
Instead of repenting, and minding the things of the Spirit, he yielded 
to the sins most easily besetting his lot. His care was to make pro- 
vision for the flesh, or to clothe himself in fine apparel, and to fare 
sumptuously every day, while Lazarus, doubtless, resisted the pecu- 
liar temptations of his condition, keeping a good conscience, and a 
pious trust in the Most High, notwithstanding the multitude of his 
distresses. Though poor, and full of sores, yet did he “ not steal, nor 
take the name of his God in vain,” but waited patiently until the time 
when his “ heaviness should be turned into joy.” 

It is probably a mistaken, though a common notion, that the rich 
man denied relief to the afflicted beggar, and on that account chiefly 
was doomed to torment. The course of the parable, if we carefully 
examine it, so far from really suggesting, will be found rather to 
contradict such an idea. Our Lord represents Lazarus to have been 
laid at his gate desiring to be fed with what fell from his table, as 
though the poor and needy might generally expect to be thence in 
some measure supplied ; and his statement subjoined should appear 
to intimate, that in the present case the customary relief was ex- 
tended. We are not, indeed, expressly informed that Lazarus ob- 
tained his desire; but only that, moreover, the dogs came and licked 
his sores. Yet this may sufficiently prove the point under inquiry ; 
for the word moreover can hardly be understood otherwise than to 
signify, that the having his sores thus treated was in addition to some 
help or comfort which had previously been imparted to him by the 
rich man. Also, what is described to have been said in the future 
world may be argued upon to a similar effect. The rich man, crying 
out from the flame which tormented him, for a drop to cool his 
tongue, besought that Lazarus might be the person to administer it. 
The sight of Lazarus seems principally to have inspired a hope in the 
sufferer’s breast that he might even then procure mercy, or, at the 
least, an alleviation of his anguish :—send Lazarus, he exclaimed, with 
some refreshment, or if that be indeed impossible, send him to testify 
unto my brethren, in my father’s house, of the wretched end to which 
they are drawing nigh. Very different surely must have been his 
feelings and language upon beholding Lazarus in Abraham’s bosom, 
had he formerly turned a deaf ear to his petitions. In that case, the 
recollection of having shut up his bowels of compassion from him, 
instead of administering to his necessities, would have unavoidably 
confirmed the rich man’s despair. He could neither have uttered the 
name, nor regarded the form of Lazarus without incurring an 
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aggravation of his torment. Likewise the answer of Abraham is in 
favour of the interpretation which has been offered : ‘‘ Son (he replied) 
remember that thou in thy life-time receivedst thy good things.” Nei- 
ther here, nor in any thing which follows, does he at all accuse the 
rich man of having rejected or oppressed the poor,—an omission 
which of itself might go far to convince us that he had not been 
specially guilty of so doing. The utmost laid by the Patriarch to his 
charge, is an undue enjoyment, while in the world, of carnal ease and 
gratification,—that he had been a lover of pleasure more than a lover 
of God; notwithstanding which, one may act the part, though not of 
a truly charitable, yet of what is commonly called a generous and 
good-natured man. 

Being assured, however, that for himself no hope remained, he 
next conceived a desire of awakening his five surviving brethren (who 


were walking after his example in ungodliness and worldly lusts) to | 


a sense of their dangerous condition: O, that Lazarus might be sent 
for the purpose of urging them to repentance, ere they too should be 
tormented without remedy! Yet herein also his petition was un- 
successful. There seemed to Abraham no occasion for any such 
messenger to persons.who had Moses and the Prophets for their 
admonition and instruction in righteousness ; let them (he answered) 
hear or obey them. ‘‘ Nay, Father Abraham (pleaded again the rich 
man) but if one went unto them from the dead, they will repent.” 
And he said unto him, “If they hear not Moses and the Prophets, 
neither will they be persuaded though one rose from the dead.” 
Whatever be the cause that many continue hardened and impenitent, 
notwithstanding the testimony of Holy Scripture against their ways, 
such are not the persons who ought to be favoured with, or who 
would probably be converted by extraordinary warnings and reve- 
lations. Having already light enough to see the things which belong 
unto their peace, they will not be learned, nor understand, but choose 
to walk on still in darkness ; is it likely then that they would duly profit 
by more? Having heard and read, to no purpose, of the wonders 
wrought in old time for the conviction of unbelievers, would they be 
induced to believe unto righteousness by the sight of one restored 
from the dead? They might wonder and be amazed at such an 
occurrence, but their hearts would probably remain untouched, and 
appear again, after a momentary pause, no less fruitful than before in 
evil, and bent upon unrighteous ways: the which we may remember 
to have been actually the case with the people to whom our Lord was 
speaking, after that he had raised both the brother of Martha and 
himself. 

But, for the better illustration of this point, there is another 
view of the parable before us, distinct from, though not inconsistent 
with the above, which it is intended on the present occasion to 
propose. 

The whole narrative concerning the rich man and Lazarus appears 
calculated, like many other of the parables which Jesus spake, to 
represent the relative conditions of Jews and Gentiles. Having 
pointedly reproved the Pharisees, who were a principal sect of the 
Jews, for justifying themselves before men, while God was observing 
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and condemning their hearts, he began only a few verses after,— 
‘‘ There was a certain rich man which was clothed in purple and fine 
linen, and fared sumptuously every day: and there was a certain 
beggar named Lazarus, which was laid at his gate full of sores, and 
desiring to be fed with the crumbs which fell from the rich man’s 
table.” May we not here see described, on the one hand, a self- 
righteous Pharisee, glorying in the rich privileges and outward holi- 
ness of his profession,— a profession, the priests of which were literally 
clothed in purple and fine linen ;—and on the other, a sinner of the 
Gentiles, fainting under the corruptions of his guilty nature ?— the 
Pharisee full, and self-complacent, and in his own opinion having 
need of nothing ; the Gentile confessing himself to be wretched, and 
poor, and blind, and naked, and needing everything for his soul’s 
health? So agreeable is such a notion with the style of the ancient 
Scriptures, that we can hardly read our Lord’s description of Lazarus 
without recalling that given by Isaiah of a sinful nation or city: 
“From the sole of the foot to the crown of the head there is no 
soundness in it, but wounds, and bruises, and putrifying sores; they 
have not been closed, neither bound up, neither mollified with oint- 
ment.” In this condition, then, the beggar was laid at the gate of 
the rich man, desiring some wholesome nourishment. He resorted 
to Jerusalem, where alone at that time grace and instruction were to 
be found, with a view (as the Canaanitish woman expressed it in 
terms most apposite to our purpose) to eat of the crumbs which fell 
from the table of God’s children. And it will not be amiss to observe, 
that persons thus coming were commonly called proselytes of the 
gate, from the circumstance of their not being admitted within the 
holier places of the temple, or beyond the part which was named 
the Court of the Gentiles, as having been specially designed for 
their use. 

Further; the description of the place to which Lazarus is said to 
have been transported may serve for an additional argument for a 
spiritual intention in this parable. ‘‘ He was carried by angels into 
Abraham’s bosom,” afar off from the rich man, and the place of 
torment to which he was consigned. Is not here a lively signification 
of the Divine purpose (since performed) to justify the Gentiles 
through faith, and to cast away the unbelieving Jews? The Jews 
were continually boasting, ‘‘ We have Abraham to our Father,” and 
trusting that they should therefore certainly be exalted in the kiag- 
dom of Heaven; whereas Jesus would have them understand that 
God was both able and preparing to raise up children unto Abraham, 
in their stead, from among the beggars and outcasts of the earth. 
Accordingly, he presented to the eye of their minds a child of faithful 
Abraham,—a child by grace rather than by nature,—in other words, 
a follower of the faith and righteousness of that honoured Patriarch, 
advanced to a blissful place in his bosom; while one of the circum- 
cision only—a child by nature alone, and not by grace, who had 
neglected to walk in the steps of Abraham, after the Spirit—such an 
one is thrust down into Hell. ‘ Father Abraham,” cried the wretched 
victim, upon awaking in the midst of flames from his former vain 
dream of security, and Abraham in his answer called him Son ; but 
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the plea of a mere carnal relationship could not avail him in the 
world of spirits. Having lived after the flesh he must die. 

Next immediately is taken up, and dismissed at the end upon a like 
principle, the case of his surviving brethren. When the rich 
man interceded for them, as though he himself had perished, and 
they were about to perish, not by their own fault, but through 
lack of sufficient warning and knowledge, Abraham is made in a 
manner prophetically to say, that persons unholy and unjust under 
the Law, would prove the fault to be in themselves, by continuing 
unholy and unjust under the Gospel. And so in fact it came to pass. 
The carnally-minded Jews would not repent at the preaching of John 
the Baptist, but chose rather to take offence at his mode of life; they 
accused him of having a devil, because he did not eat and drink as 
other men. They would not repent at the preaching of Jesus, but 


were offended at him on the very contrary account, because he did ~ 


eat and drink in the midst of them. And when, at the last, after 
having shewed many signs and wonders in vain, he crowned all by 
actually rising from the dead, instead of being in any degree con- 
verted by it, their only care was to turn the truth of the matter into 
a lie, or to cause a belief that his disciples had stolen the body 
away. Thus did the brethren of the rich man, (in other words the 
Jewish nation,) render more obdurate their foolish hearts the more 
strikingly God attempted to convince them. Nor, subsequently, 
would they at all be persuaded, by the Holy Ghost sent down from 
Heaven, to turn them from their worldly lusts, and embrace the 
doctrine of salvation. Wherefore, at length they were broken off 
from the stock of Abraham, and are outcasts until this day, because 
of their obstinate unbelief: while the Gentiles, prefigured by Lazarus, 
being grafted in, have succeeded to the inheritance of his seed; “ for 
in thee (the Lord said unto Abraham) shall all the families of the 
earth be blessed.” 

We will now conclude with a brief application to ourselves of the 
parable as above explained. ‘Taking it first in its literal meaning, 
let, my brethren, the spectacle presented by it, of the rich man and 
Lazarus in their respective places of happiness and of torment, teach 
us all to form a true estimate of the proper value of earthly goods. 
They are, as we regard and use them, tlie means to us either of 
salvation or perdition, If, not having them, we lust after them, or 
if, having them, we suffer our hearts to be engrossed by them, in 
either case they will equally turn to our destruction. But let those 
unto whom God hath allotted health and riches take care not to be 
highminded and self-indulgent; and let the more numerous class, 
who are needy, or otherwise wretched, follow after humility, and 
patience, and contentment ; and then, no doubt, He who is the maker 
of both rich and poor will indifferently bless both by the communion 
of his Spirit here; and hereafter will receive them unto himself. The 
last chapter of the first Epistle to Timothy contains some excellent 
admonitions and exhortations on this topic. ‘ Godliness with con- 
tentment (says the Apostle) is great gain: for we brought nothing 
into this world, and it is certain we can carry nothing out : and having 
food. and raiment, let us be therewith content. But they that will be 
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rich fall into temptation and a snare, and into many foolish and 
hurtful lusts, which drown men in destruction and perdition.” 

Regarding the parable which has been viewed in a figurative 
sense, let it answer the purpose of convincing us, that to be outwardly 
members of the Body of Christ, or of his Church, during the present 
time, is far from enough to secure admission for us into his future 
and eternal kingdom. Speaking of spiritual privileges, the inhabitants 
of a Christian land (like our own) may generally be accounted rich 
men. We have been made children of God, and joint heirs with 
Christ, even from our tender years, and, all our lives through, we 
have his Holy Word and Sacraments, and other edifying ordinances ; 
in short, whatever is pertaining to life and godliness, continually at 
hand, or within our reach. These visible advantages, however, 
though highly valuable and important, will surely prove insufficient 
without faith, and repentance, and love. 

Yet, finally, will it nevertheless be our wisdom to abide continually 
in an outward profession of the Gospel—in the use of Christ’s holy 
Sacraments, and of public worship, and of the Word of his Truth ; 
for although these may be, and doubtless sometimes are, used to no 
profit, that can be no reason for a neglect of them, which is, indeed, 
a neglect of salvation. If our hearts be not rightly disposed, is it 
probable that we shall ever cause them to become so by lightly 
esteeming the ordinances of God, and by turning away from his 
appointed means of grace? Notwithstanding that Moses and the 
prophets had failed to save the rich man, still his brethren were 
referred to them, that they might be saved. Much less can we have 
any thing more abundant or effectual to look for in order to this end, 
than the Gospel of Jesus Christ. Let it accordingly be our closing 
determination not to be ever waiting and expecting, but to devote our- 
selves without delay unto God. If a man feel not ready to do this, it is 
only because of a disobedient heart ; and until that be duly corrected, 
not even signs and wonders could prevail with him. Truly, it would 
be in vain for such a person though another should now arise from 


the dead. 
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Some of his Lordship’s friends thought it a happiness, and perhaps 
he was of that opinion himself, it should so fall out, that he should 
be under suspension when Mr. Samuel Johnson came to be degraded. 
That work was perform’d by the three Commissioners for the Diocese 
of London, during his Lordship’s suspension, (Dr. Crew, Bishop of 
Durham; Dr. Sprat, Bishop of Rochester ; and Dr. White, Bishop of 
Peterborough, afterwards a non-juror;) in the Chapter House of 
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St. Paul’s, in which Dr. Stillingfleet, then Dean of St. Paul’s and 
afterwards Bishop of Worcester, refus’d to have any hand: for the 
parliament, after the revolution in the month of June, 1689, coming 
to take cognizance of this affair, they resolv’d, “ that the judgment 
against Mr. Johnson was illegal and cruel; that the ecclesiastical com- 
mission was illegal; and consequently the suspension of the Bishop of 
London and the authority committed to the three bishops null and 
illegal; that Mr. Johnson not being degraded by his own Diocesan, 
if he deserved it, was illegal; that a bill should be brought in to 
reverse the judgment, and to declare all the proceedings before the 
three bishops null and illegal: in which bill they also order’d, that 
the proceedings upon the Ecclesiastical Commission should be de- 
clared void.” 

The turn given by Orleans, the Jesuit, in his history of the revolu- 
tions of England, to these proceedings against his Lordship and his 
suspension, is merry enough. ‘The King’s injunction,” says he, 
* forbidding the clergy in their sermons to meddle with matters of 
state, did not hinder the parson of St. Giles’s from breaking loose ; 
he transgress’d several of them in a sermon, and there was danger 
of his continuing so to do, had not some remedy been apply’d. The 
King being informed of it, presently apply’d to the Bishop of London, 
requiring him to do justice, but could obtain no other satisfaction 
than a slight admonition to the offender, which was not fit to correct 
a hot man, and put a stop to a dangerous example; whereupon his 
Majesty having consulted what he had power to do, in order to repress 
that licentiousness, he was advised to grant an Ecclesiastical Com- 
mission.” He goes on, saying, ‘‘ This is a sort of court sufficiently 
made use of in England, since the schism has caus’d the kings to be 
own’d heads of the Church. The first Protestant king had instituted 
the High Commission-Court, but the power given it, said to be of 
too great extent, having render’d that name odious, it was suppress’d, 
and that of Ecclesiastical Commission set up with a more limited 
power: whatever the parliament had thought necessary for curbing of 
the clergy, regulating their tythes and obliging them to do their duty ; 
this expedient keeping the clergy in check, and thought still more 
seasonable under a Catholic king than another, his Majesty revived 
that commission, composing it of bishops and lawyers, all men of 
distinction and Protestants. As soon as it was erected, the Bishop of 
London and the railing parson were summon’d before it: the Bishop 
could hardly be brought to own the jurisdiction of the court, notwith- 
standing the Archbishop of Canterbury, his metropolitan, was one of 
the commissioners. However, at last he submitted; and after urging 
what weak reasons he had for not punishing of Sharp’s flight, they 
were both suspended by the ecclesiastical function during the King’s 
pleasure.” : 

Now tho’ the Ecclesiastical Commissioners had in this manner 
triumph’d over the Bishop of London, and suspended him from the 
exercise of his function as Bishop; yet he remain’d still whole in his 
other capacities, and particularly as he was one of the governors of 
Sutton’s Hospital, commonly called the Charter House: the founda- 
tions of which the Commission had a great mind to shake, by 
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introducing a papist recommended by the King to be taken in as 
pensioner, without qualifying himself according to the statutes made in 
that behalf; and his Lordship, together with the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, the Duke of Ormond, Marquiss of Halifax, the Earls of Craven, 
Danby, and Nottingham, as also the Master, Dr. Burnet, so stoutly 
opposed all incroachments upon the rights of the foundation, that put 
the Court and Commission for some time to a stand, and at last they 
thought it the wisest way totally to desist. 

The Bishop had a great genius for botanism; and having now by 
reason of his suspension more leisure than usual, he apply’d himself 
to the improvement of his garden at Fulham, with new variety of 
domestic and exotic plants. He also shew’d great civilities to, and 
had an esteem for, all those who were any thing curious in this sort 
of study. 

The suspension of his Lordship by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
was so flagrant a piece of injustice, that the Prince of Orange in his 
declaration could not omit taking notice of it. These are the words 
in the 7th article: “ The said Commissioners have suspended the 
Bishop of London, only because he refused to obey an order that was 
sent him to suspend a worthy divine, without so much as citing him 
before him to make his own defence, or bestowing the common forms 
of process.” 

The Court by its Ecclesiastical Commission could not be more 
intent upon the suspension of the good Bishop, for his firm and in- 
violable adherence to the interest of the Church of England, than they 
seemed now to be willing to make him reparation in restoring him to 
his diocese, and all the jurisdiction which by the laws of God and 
man appertain’d to him. I find a certain author assert, that his 
Lordship made no haste to re-enter upon his charge and to thank his 
Majesty for his restoration, which made some people believe he had 
no mind to be restor’d after such a manner, or that he knew well 
enough what was done in Holland: be that as it will, I find that he 
was one of the eight bishops, with the Archbishop of Canterbury at 
the head of them, who on the 3d of October waited upon the King 
with their humble advice ; that he would put the whole management 
of his Government, in the several counties, into the hands of such as 
were qualified by law for it; that he would annul the Ecclesiastical 
Commission; that no dispensation might be allow’d to persons un- 
qualified by law for office or preferments in church or state, and 
restore the fellows of Magdalen’s Colledge; that no Papist should 
have licence to teach schools; that he would relinquish the dispencing 
power; that the popish apostolical vicars should no more invade the 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction ; that he would fill up the vacant bishop- 
ricks; that Quo Waranto’s against corporations might be superceded ; 
that writs might be issued for a free Parliament, and provision made 
for free liberty of conscience; and lastly, that he would permit the 
Bishops to offer him such motives and arguments as might induce him 
to return to the communion of the Church of England, into whose 
holy faith he was baptiz’d. 

The great share his Lordship had in conducting the Princess Anne 
of Denmark, now our most gracious Queen and Sovereign, to a safe 
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from the stock of Abraham, and are outcasts until this day, because 
of their obstinate unbelief: while the Gentiles, prefigured by Lazarus, 
being grafted in, have succeeded to the inheritance of his seed; “ for 
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earth be blessed.” 
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salvation or perdition. If, not having them, we lust after them, or 
if, having them, we suffer our hearts to be engrossed by them, in 
either case they will equally turn to our destruction. But let those 
unto whom God hath allotted health and riches take care not to be 
highminded and self-indulgent; and let the more numerous class, 
who are needy, or otherwise wretched, follow after humility, and 
patience, and contentment ; and then, no doubt, He who is the maker 
of both rich and poor will indifferently bless both by the communion 
of his Spirit here; and hereafter will receive them unto himself. The 
last chapter of the first Epistle to Timothy contains some excellent 
admonitions and exhortations on this topic. ‘ Godliness with con- 
tentment (says the Apostle) is great gain: for we brought nothing 
into this world, and it is certain we can carry nothing out : and having 
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introducing a papist recommended by the King to be taken in as 
pensioner, without qualifying himself according to the statutes made in 
that behalf; and his Lordship, together with the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, the Duke of Ormond, Marquiss of Halifax, the Earls of Craven, 
Danby, and Nottingham, as also the Master, Dr. Burnet, so stoutly 
opposed all incroachments upon the rights of the foundation, that put 
the Court and Commission for some time to a stand, and at last they 

ymieht it the wisest way totally to desist. 

The Bishop had a great genius for botanism; and having now by 
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sent him to suspend a worthy divine, without so much as citing him 
before him to make his own defence, or bestowing the common forms 
ol process.” 

The Court by its Ecclesiastical Commission could not be more 
intent upon the suspension of the good Bishop, for his firm and in- 
violable adherence to the interest of the Church of England, than they 
seemed now to be willing to make him reparation in restoring him to 
his diocese, and all the jurisdiction which by the laws of God and 
nan appertain’d to him. I find a certain author assert, that his 
Lordship made no haste to re-enter upon his charge and to thank his 
Majesty for his restoration, which made some people believe he had 
no mind to be restor’d after such a manner, or that he knew well 
enough what was done in Holland: be that as it will, I find that he 
was one of the eight bishops, with the Archbishop of Canterbury at 
the head of them, who on the 3d of October waited upon the King 
with their humble advice ; that he would put the whole management 
of his Government, in the several counties, into the hands of such as 
were qualified by law for it; that he would annul the Ecclesiastical 
Commission; that no dispensation might be allow’d to persons un- 
qualified by law for office or preferments in church or state, and 
restore the fellows of Magdalen’s Colledge; that no Papist should 
have licence to teach schools; that he would relinquish the dispencing 
power; that the popish apostolical vicars should no more invade the 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction ; that he would fill up the vacant bishop- 
ricks; that Quo Waranto’s against corporations might be superceded ; 
that writs might be issued for a free Parliament, and provision made 
for free liberty of conscience ;_ and lastly, that he would permit the 
Bishops to offer him such motives and arguments as might induce him 
to return to the communion of the Church of England, into whose 
holy faith he was baptiz ‘de 

The great share his Lordship had in conducting the Princess Anne 
of Denmark, now our most gracious Queen and Sovereign, to a safe 
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place of retreat, may chiefly be reckoned among the most eminent 
services perform'd by him for the welfare of the Church and State. 
The Princess in the present confusion and hurry of the times, not 
knowing but that she might have been sent away into France, or put 
under some other restraint as might have endanger’d her life, now 
that the Prince her husband had left King James and was gone over 
to the Prince of Orange, privately left the court in the dead of the 
night, and being attended by the Lady Churchill and the Lady 
Berkley, retired to London House; and there taking coach with all 
imaginable secrecy, my Lord Bishop, the Earl of Dorset, and about 
forty horsemen, conducted her directly and safely to Nottingham, 
where the Earl of Devonshire was in arms, and gave her two hundred 
men for a guard, with which, being accompanied all along by his 
Lordship, she went to Oxford, and soon after the Prince her husband 
met her there with a detachment of the Prince of Orange’s forces. 

His Lordship was no sooner return’d to London, but having, 
among other Lords, set his hand to the association, which was begun 
at Exeter, on the 2Ist of December waited on the Prince with the 
clergy, and, by way of address, declared in express terms, that they 
came to pay him their humble duties and grateful respects, for his 
very great and most hazardous undertaking, for their deliverance, and 
the preservation of the Protestant religion, with the ancient laws and 
liberties of the nation. He added, that they gave up daily many 
thanksgivings to Almighty God, who had hitherto been graciously 
pleased so wonderfully to preserve his person, and prosper and favour 
his good design; and they promis’d the continuance of their ferventest 
prayers to the same God, and all convenient endeavours in their cir- 
cumstances, for the promoting and furthering that work which was so 
happily begun, and also for the perfecting of it, not only in this king- 
dom, but in other Christian kingdoms. 

His Lordship likewise suggested to the Prince, that some of the 
Dissenting ministers and their brethren were then present, who, having 
the same sence of his coming over with themselves, had joyn’d with 
them to render him their humblest and most grateful acknow- 
ledgments. 

This was artful enough in his Lordship in such a conjuncture: it 
was not long before, that most of them fell in with King James in 
his design to take off the penal laws, and that as well against the 
Papists as themselves, and flattered that Prince with many fulsum 
addresses, wishing there were windows in their breasts, and such stuff 
as that was, that he might see their sincerity. I'll wrong no body— 
I do not say all of them approv’d of that Prince’s measures; but ’tis 
very certain the Bishop shew'd much prudence in giving them so 
much countenance at a time when our all was at stake, and that it was 
absolutely necessary all hands should be taken in towards compleating 
our deliverance. ‘lhe Bishop's good offices to them on this occasion, 
the Dissenting preachers afterwards in their own address to the 
Prince acknowledged, saying, it was a condescention in his Lordship 
to mention them to his Highness. 

The Prince of Orange had at least been thrice in England before 
this expedition ; whether he ever communicated in our Church at any 
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of those times I am wholly ignorant. But coming over now to save 
our religion and liberties from ruin, he thought it very proper to take 
the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper according to the rites of it; and 
therefore his Highness signifyimg his desire so to do to my Lord 
Bishop of London, he was pleased to receive it at his hands on the 
30th day of December at St. James’s. 

I shall not enter into the particulars of the debate in the Con- 
vention about the abdication, regency, and settling the Prince and 
Princess of Orange upon the throne. ‘This was the principal man 
of his order that forwarded all he could this last article, without which 
neither himself could be safe nor any other expedient found to secure 
the Church and State, which by the confession of all had been in 
iminent danger. 

His Lordship, upon the accession of King William and Queen Mary 
to the throne, was one of those illustrious persons nominated to be 
of the most Honourable Privy-Council, 

The bishoprick of Salisbury becoming vacant during the revolution, 
by the death of Dr. Seth Ward, and King William, upon his advance- 
ment to the throne, having been pleased to issue his Congé d’ élire for 
electing Dr. Gilbert Burnet to succeed in that see, he was consecrated 
on the 31st of March, 1689, according to the form prescribed in the 
Book of Common Prayer, in the Chappel of the Pallace at Fulham, by 
his Lordship, the Bishops of Winchester, Landaff, St. Asaph, and 
Carlisle being joyn’d with him by vertue of a commission, says my 
author, granted to them by the Archbishop of Canterbury. 

The Convention being formed into a Parliament, and being oblig’d 
to take the Oath of Fealty appointed by a late act for removing and 
preventing all questions and disputes concerning the assembling and 
sitting of that Parliament, and in subscribing the declaration, few or 
none of the Commons refused them; but of the Bishops, there were 
only the Archbishop of York, the Bishops of London, Lincoln, Bristol, 
Winchester, Rochester, Landaft, and St. Asaph that took it. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury continued to stand out, and seem’d 
not to own the new Government; so that it was thought necessary, 
in making an act for the establishing of the Coronation Oath, to make 
provision by direction from the Court, that it might be administered 
either by the Archbishop of Canterbury or the Bishop of London ; 
the last of which performed that solemn function, (tho’ the Arch- 
bishop of York was present,) for fear his Grace of Canterbury would 
have refused his consent. 

It will be out of our way to enter upon the particulars of that 
august ceremony of the coronation, which was perform’d on the 11th 
day of April. Only there was a small accident happen’d, which may 
not be unacceptable to be named : When their Majesties came to make 
their first offering, consisting, 1. Of a roll of silk; 2. Twenty pieces of 
Gold; those whose business it was had taken no care about this last 
part of the offering ; the Lord Great Chamberlain and the Treasurer 
of the Household star’d at one another and demanded the gold; and 
the Bishop presented the bason without receiving any: but at last the 
Earl of Danby, afterwards Duke of Leeds, took out his purse and 
gave his Majesty the money. 
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The King some time after appointing Dr. Stillingfleet to be Bishop 
of Worcester, Dr. Patrick Bishop of Chichester, and Dr. Ironside 
Bishop of Bristol, they were consecrated at the Bishop of London’s 
Chappel, at Fulham, by his Lordship, with the Bishops of St. Asaph 
and Rochester. 

In the mean time his Majesty being address’d to for calling a con- 
vocation, he was pleased first to grant a commission to prepare such 
matters as were proper to be debated therein, especially in reference 
to the intended comprehension. His Lordship was one of the Bishops 
in this commission, the others were the Archbishop of York, the 
Bishops of Winchester, St. Asaph, Rochester, Exeter, Salisbury, 
Bangor, and Chester, with about twenty of the most eminent Doctors 
of Divinity. 

Her Royal Highness the Princess Anne of Denmark being happily 
brought to bed of a son, on the 24th of July, at Hampton Court, he 
was baptized on the 27th of the same month by the Lord Bishop of 
London, by the name of William ; his Majesty and the Earl of Dorset, 
on the behalf of the King of Denmark, were godfathers, and the 
Marchioness of Hallifax godmother. And at the same time the King 
was pleased to declare him Duke of Gloucester, whose auspicious 
birth contributed much towards disappointing the fears of a Popish 
successor. 

The King some time after he came to the crown, having for the 
improvement of commerce and navigation settled commissioners of 
trade and plantations, was pleased to make his Lordship one of them ; 
nay the Bishop of London for the time being is always to be one: and 
‘tis indeed what is most highly reasonable; the superintendency of 
all the churches in our plantations and chaplains to factories being 
vested in them. 

Surely no good Churchman can think the worse of his Lordship 
because he shewed himself zealous for a comprehension; the circum- 
stance of time seemed to be very suitable and necessary to require it ; 
the Dissenters made a profession of their inclination to it; and ’tis 
the opinion of some wise men, that if it had then taken effect, it might 
have prevented the distractions that have many years after ensued 
to the manifest endangering both of Church and State. I say if there 
are any amongst us that are inclined to censure the conduct of this 
excellent person upon this account, let us put them in mind that it 
was the most Rev. Dr. Sancroft, then Archbishop of Canterbury, that 
first concerted this design towards the end of the unhappy reign of 
King James. That wise prelate, foreseeing some such revolution as 
afterwards happen’d, begun to consider how utterly unprepared they 
had been at the restoration of King Charles II. to settle many things 
to the advantage of the Church, and what a happy opportunity had 
been lost, for want of such a previous care as he was therefore de- 
sirous now should be taken for the better and more perfect esta- 
blishment of it. 

The scheme was laid out, and the several parts of it were com- 
mitted, not only with the approbation, but by the direction of that 
great prelate, to such divines as were thought to be most pro- 
per to be entrusted with it: his Grace took one part to himself, 
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another was committed to Dr. Patrick, afterwards Bishop of Ely. 
The reviewing of the daily service of the Liturgy and Communion 
book was referr’d to a select number of excellent persons, two of 
whom, if not more, are now Bishops, viz. the Archbishop of York and 
the Bishop of Ely. 

It was the unhappiness of that great and good man, but much more 
of the Church, that his conscience could not let him comply in all 
points with the revolution, and so have carry’d on many good designs 
he had on the anvil for the good of Christianity. But King William 
and Queen Mary were no sooner settl’d on the throne, than they 
openly espoused this business of the comprehension; and therefore 
a commission being issued out under the Great Seal, to a larger num- 
ber of Bishops and other eminent divines to meet together and to con- 
sider of those matters; they met in the Jerusalem Chamber, at West- 
minster. ‘They were a set of men,” says a learned prelate, “ than 
which this Church was never, at any one time, blest with either wiser 
or better since it was a Church. Who it was that presided in the 
Convocation of this province,” (meaning the Lord Bishop of London), 
‘to which this project was next to be referr’d, and who, had it gone 
on, must have had a chief hand in the management of it, I need not 
say; every one who knows any thing at all of his character, knows 
him to be too good a friend to the establishment of our Church, to 
have been capable of being engaged in any design for the subvertion 
of it.” 

The Convocation met on the 21st of November, 1689. The Bishop 
of London was chosen prolocutor of the Upper House, and Dr. Jane 
of the Lower; the last of which having in a Latin speech extoll’d the 
excellency of the Church of England above all other Christian com- 
munities, and concluded with these words, Nolumus Leges Angheae 
mutari; his Lordship on his part made a discourse in the same 
language importing, “* That they ought to endeavour to come to tem- 
per in those things that were not essential in religion, thereby to open 
a door of that salvation to abundance of straying Christians, it was 
their duty to shew the same indulgence and charity to the Dissenters 
under King William, which some of the Bishops and clergy had pro- 
mised to them under King James.” He closed his speech with these 
words of Joseph to his brethren ; Ne tumultuamini in Consiliis vestris, 
thereby exhorting them to unanimity and concord. 

The Bishop after this, finding a defect in the commission for want 
of the Great Seal’s being affix’d to it, and that being afterwards done, 
the Earl of Nottingham delivered it to the Convocation with a letter 
from the King, containing in substance, —‘ That his Majesty had 
summoned that Convocation, not only because it was usual upon hold- 
ing a Parliament, but out of a pious zeal to do every thing that might 
tend to the establishment of the Church of England, which was so 
eminent a part of the reformation, and was certainly the best suited to 
the constitution of the government, and therefore did signally deserve, 
and should always have, both his favour and protection; that he 
doubted not but they would assist him in promoting the welfare of 
it; so that no prejudices with which some men might labour to 
possess them should disappoint his good intention, or deprive the 
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Church from any benefit from their consolation. ‘That his Majesty 
therefore expected that the things which should be proposed should 
be calmly and impartially considered by them; and assured them that 
he would offer nothing to them but what should be for the honour, 
peace, and advantage both of the Prote stant re ligion in general, and 
particularly of the Church of England.” 

The Earl of Nottingham, who at all times had signaliz’d his zeal 
for the Church, and appeared to be the great lay champion she had, 
and to whom she at present chiefly owes her security against occa- 
sional conformity, notwithstanding any sentiments he may have lately 
entertain’d in matters of State, that are different from the politic ks 
of those who so worthily sit at the helm; I say, the Earl of Notting- 
ham at the same time made an eloquent speech to the assembly, 
wherein he exhorted them to lay aside all partial prepossessions and 
animosities in their proceedings. ‘The Convocation thereupon agreed 
on an address of thanks to the King, wherein they first acknowledged 
his Majesty’s favour towards the Church of England, and secondly 
his assembling them to endeavour the reconciling of the Dissenters. 
This was the first unhappy foundation of the differences of the Convo- 
cation, that more or less have been kept up in this nation ever since, 
which has prov’d a stumbling block to many pious souls, and has 
given others a handle to contemn the clergy, to ridicule sacred things, 
and to throw off all show of religion. For the inferior clergy not 
agreeing to this part, another address was drawn and presented to 
the King by the Bishop of London, six of his brethren, and several 
Doctors of Divinity, being solemnly introduced to his Majesty, sitting 
on his throne in the Banquetting House, by the Lord Chamberlain. 

The substance of his Lordship and his brethren’s address was, That 
having received a most gracious message from his Majesty, they held 
themselves bound in duty and gratitude to return their humble ac- 
knowledgments for the same, and for the pious zeal and care his 
Majesty express’d in it, for the honour, peace, advantage, and esta- 
blishment of the Church of England, whereby they doubted not the 
interest of the Protestant religion, in all other churches, which was 
dear to them, would be better secured under the influence of his 
Majesty’s government and protection. And they assured his Majesty 
that in pursuance of that trust and confidence he repos’d in them, 
they would consider whatsoever should be offer’d to them without 
prejudice, and with all calmness and impartiality ; and that they would 
constantly pay the fidelity and allegiance which they had all sworn to 
his Majesty and the Queen. 

His Majesty return’d his Lordship and the rest of them a very kind 
answer, assuring them he would do all that he had promis’d, and all 
he could do for the Church of England, and that he would improve 
all occasions and opportunities for its service 

The majority of the Lower House seem’d to have a reserv’d kind- 
ness for the nonjuring Bishops and clergy, and therefore one of the 
members made a zealous speech in beh¢ lf of the suspe snded Bishops ; 
that some thing might be done to qualify them to sit in Convocation, 
yet so as that the Convocation might not incur any danger thereby: 
but this matter was too hard for them; and therefore it was left to 
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farther consideration, while they laboured to find out some other 
business to divert them from that for which they were call’d together ; 
and therefore the prolocutor attended the Lord Bishop of London as 
president, and the other Bishops, and in the name of the House re- 
presented to their Lordships that there were several books of very 
dangerous consequence to the Christian religion and the Church of 
England; particularly notes on Athanatius his creed, and two letters 
relating to the present Convocation, lately come abroad, and desired 
their Lordships advice, in which way, and how far safely without 
neurring the penalty of 25 of Henry VIII. the Convocation might 
proceed in preventing the publishing the like scandalous books for the 
future, and inflicting the censures of the Church according to the 
canons provided in that behalf upon the authors of them. Upon which 
the prolocutor some time after acquainted the House, that the presi- 
dent had declared his sence of the ill consequence of those books that 
were sent up by that house to their Lordships, and that upon enquiry 
he could not receive any satisfaction, how far the convocation might 
proceed in that affair; but he would as far as lay in him take farther 
order about it. 

When the president and his brethren saw the disposition of the 
Lower House, they found it was to little or no purpose to communi- 
cate any proposals to them, and therefore the Convocation was pro- 
rogued to the 25th of June, and soon after with the Parliament 
prorogued and dissolv’d. 

It must be confess’d, that the Presbyterians did not a little contri- 
bute to exasperate the Convocation against them, having at that very 
time given orders to near fifty young students, and Mr. Baxter at the 
head of their party, having publish’d a book reflecting on the Church 
of England: it was also reported that the Presbyterians of Scotland 
were the authors of a sham plot, which they fathered upon the Epis- 
copal party of Glasgow, that they might have a pretence to discourage 
and oppress them. 

Dr. John Hugh who had so vigorously defended the statutes of Mag- 
dalen Colledge in Oxford against the Ecclesiastical Commission, being 
preferr'd to the Bishoprick of Oxford, he was on the 11th of May, 
1690, consecrated at Fulham by his Lordship, together with the 
Bishops of Winchester, St. Asaph, Landaff, Salisbury, and Worcester. 

The beginning of the year 1691, was grac’d with the most august 
and illistrious congress that was seen in Europe; at the head of 
which William IIf. King of England appear’d in all his grandeur and 
magnificence. There were present two Electors and several foreign 
princes, and others to the number of thirty, besides some princesses 
of the first rank, a vast number of Counts and foreign ministers: and 
as for his Majesty’s own subject, my Lord Bishop of London, so well 
known personally, and so much corresponded with by many foreigners, 
was one of those, and the only one of his dignity and order, that 
attended him thither: the other subjects were the Dukes of Norfolk 
and Ormond; the Earls of Devonshire, Dorset, Essex, Nottingham, 
Scarborough, and Selkirk; I had almost forgot the Duke of Schom- 
berg, his brother Count Meinhard, the Earls of Portland and Mon- 
mouth, the Lord Dursley, the Lord Dramlendris, &c. 
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The see of Canterbury had been vacant above two years, and but a 
very little prospect that the good old Archbishop Sancroft would ever 
comply with the times. Wherefore the King, before he went over 
into Holland to make the campaign of 1691, resolved to fill it up. 
The nobility of the Bishop of London’s birth, the nature of his 
education, singleness of life, the generosity of his temper, greatness of 
his sufferings, contempt of riches, and the conspicuity of his services 
both before and after the Revolution, to say nothing of his unvariable 
stedfastness to the interest of the Church and State, recommended 
him in the general opinion of the world to the dignity of metropolitan: 
if we believe common fame, it was what he himself expected: but the 
royal favour inclin’d another way, and Dr. John Tillotson, then Clerk 
of the Closet to his Majesty, and Dean of St. Paul’s, was prefer’d to 
that see. 

Some of his Lordship’s enemies,—and ’tis strange the good man 
should have any,—would have insinuated as if he had turn’d male- 
content, and were ready to embrace another interest than that of the 
present settlement; than which nothing under the heavens can be 
falser, of which I'll give you an unanswerable instance. 

King James not discouraged with the loss of Ireland, which was 
intirely reduc’d under King William’s obedience before the end of 
the campaign 1691, made great preparations with the assistance of 
France, both by sea and land, to invade England the Spring following ; 
in order to which he put forth his declaration, bearing date at St. Ger- 
mains on the 20th of April, 1692, inviting all his loving subjects to 


joyn with him. It’s possible there may be some weak or prejudiced 
persons who may imagine the Bishop of London to have an inclina- 
tion to favour that cause, which eventually must be the cause of 
popery, to which certainly no English clergyman or any other was more 
averse: to obviate any such chimerical notion, we are then to observe 
that his Lordship was so far from countenancing any such design, that 
he was one of those who was excepted by name in that declaration 


from the pardon. 

The storm from France that threatened this Church and State 
blowing over, by the great defeat given by the French fleet at la Hogue ; 
the further attempts made by that unhappy prince, and his subsequent 
declarations, availed nothing; so that affairs went pretty smoothly 
on at home for some time. I do not remember that there were any 
expectations that his Lordship on the death of Archbishop Tillotson, 
which happen’d before the end of the year 1694, should be translated 
to the see of Canterbury, which was soon filled up by the translation 
of Dr. Thomas Tenison, Lord Bishop of Lincoln, thither. This elec- 
tion was confirm’d on the 16th of January 1694—5, in St. Mary le 
Bow, London; and the Commissioners present were, the Lords 
Bishops of London, Durham, Winchester, Coventry, Lichfield, Roches- 
ter, Exeter, Salisbury, Bangor, and Ely. 

The death of Mary, Queen of Great Britain, which happen’d on 
the 28th of December, 1694, was an unexpressible grief to the good 
Bishop and all true lovers of our Church and Constitution. The 
assassination plot, which was discovered somewhat above a year after, 
and another intended invasion from France, alarm’d all good Pro- 
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testants, and brought both the clergy as well as layety to engage into 
associations for the defence of the King’s person and government; in 
which no body engaged more freely than his Lordship, who was 
indeed ever watchful for the preservation of Church and State, against 
all open or secret attempts of its foreign and domestick enemies. 

Its very remarkable, that when Sir William Perkins and Sir John 
Friend, who were condemn’d for this plot, came to the place of execu- 
tion, that they were attended by three nonjuring divines, who were 
Mr. Collier, Mr. Cook, and Mr. Snatt; the first of whom pronounced 
to both the criminals the absolution of the Church, which stands in the 
visitation of the sick, and accompanied that ceremony with a solemn 
imposition of hands. ‘The body of the nation being much offended 
at this remarkable absolution, which at first blush seem’d to justify the 
conspiracy, and to recommend the offenders ; a practice more becom- 
ing the Church of Rome, where many such criminals have been re- 
puted saints ; fourteen of the Archbishops and Bishops, of which my 
Lord of London was one, and who were all of that order then in town; 
publish’d a declaration, wherein they censur’d the performance of 
that office of the Church, without a previous confession made and 
abhorrence express’d by the prisoners of the heinous crimes for 
which they dyed, as extreamly insolent and without precedent in the 
manner, and altogether irregular in the thing itself: it being a mani- 
fest transgression of the Church’s orders and prophane abuse of the 
authority of Christ; since Mr. Collier, Mr. Cook, and Mr. Snatt must 
look upon the persons absolved as impenitents or as martyrs. 

The lenity of the Church of England to all sorts of Dissenters from 


her is very conspicuous, and I hope I may call it her felicity as well 
as her glory. These gentlemen were order’d to be prosecuted for 
their irregular practices ; but the matter in some time was dropt, and 
so we will leave it. 

( To be concluded in our next Number.) 


—~<>— 
THE ALPENSTOCK. 


We have lately met with a very interesting work, by C. J. Latrobe, en- 
titled, “The Alpenstock,” or “Sketches of Swiss Scenery and Manners,” 
and from it we have much pleasure in making two extracts —the one 
for the benefit of the Pro-Popery faction—the other to shew the pro- 
ficiency in Church music at Serriéres, a village in the canton of Neu- 
chatel. 

It is a curious fact in the history of the ancient confederacy, binding 
the Forest Cantons, of which Uri was one, that the same independent spirit 
which revolted at the bare idea of yielding up their liberties to temporal sove- 
reigns, prevented their exercising that blind and servile submission to the sove- 
reign Pontiff, who arrogated to himself the spiritual government of the whole of 
Christian Europe. For when about the commencement of the fourteenth cen- 
tury, the Pope thought proper to declare the Forest Cantons under the ban of 
excommunication, on account of the assistance given by them to King Lewis, 
one of the competitors of that period for the Imperial throne, the old Swiss 
boldly put this question to their priests—“ Whether they would continue to read 
the service and sing the litany as usual, or submit to instant banishment?’ Of 
course they chose the former alternative. 
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But this spirit is not to be looked for in their descendants. _Uri.is. the poorest 
of the four Catholic cantons bordering the lake, and as might be expected, th: 
evil produced by the tenets and government of the Church of Rome, is more 
evident and less concealed than in the others. 

The eye meets every where with a fat thriving priesthood, and a miserabl 
ragged population. 

I certainly do not mistake in stating that three-fourths of the individwals met 
with in one day’s remble of eight or nine leagues in this valley, were beggars. 
This practice pre vails, from the old silver-headed man and woman, to the child 
who can scarcely walk or hold forth a hollow hand. 


The cottages and their inhabitants seem equally poverty-struck, and incon 
ceivably dirty and miserable; yet the churches and chapels are often splendidly 
decorated, and the clergy clothed with magniticence. ‘The money which may 


be gained by the sweat of the peasant’s brow, and the labour of his hands, (inter- 
rupted not only by the occasional fasts and festivals, but by almost daily atten- 
dance at the church at unseasonable hours,) does not always go in the shape of 
food in their stomachs, or clothes upon their backs, but into the pocket of the 
well-fed priest, who no doubt knows its value. What should be spent in soap to 
wash their faces, is preferably bestowed as a donation for the whitewashing of 
their souls. 

The Roman Catholic religion, setting aside weightier considerations, is no 
system calculated to improve either the moral or physical condition of a poor 
ignorant peasantry. 

The peasant is taught from his « hildhood, that the duty of a punctual and cere- 
monious observance of all the rites of his communion, is far above that of decently 
providing for his family. He finds it easier to repeat his given number of set prayers 
in the splendidly tins lled temple, than tolabour under a burning sun, and inclement 
sky, or in his wretched cottage. He finds it still more convenient to beg, which 
he does both from necessity and the love of idleness. And whence that idleness? 
Perhaps he had entered life with ideas of diligence and cleanliness, and went to 
his labour with an honest desire of providing for his family; but finding that 
considered quite a secondary affair by those whom he respected as spiritual and 
temporal advisers ; that his hours for labour were continually broken in upon to 
his loss, by the frequent and imperative sound of the bell, he must gradually get 
a distaste for what he cannot enjoy or reap the benefit of. I look to the sam 
cause, for nearly the same effects, amoug the greater number of our poor priest- 
governed Irish peasantry. Pp. 73—75. 


Sunday, the day of rest, possessed many distinguishing features in this canton 
(Neuchatel), to a much greater degree than in most of the Protestant towns in 
Germany, where, except in the short interval of morning worship, trade and 
shopping may go on much as usual. Here no such thing is permitted; and, 
during divine worship, the town is kept perfectly quiet by the barriers being 
closed, and no vehicles being allowed to pass through the streets. Both the 
high church, and that in the lower part of the town are made use of at different 
times in the course of the forénoon and afternoon for public worship. The 
morning service is in the former, and consists, as in the Protestant church of 
Berne, of a short service and sermon, 

The organs of both churches are large and good, especially that inthe lower 
one, The style. of psalmody resembles in some respect that of the kirk of Seot- 
land, excepting the accompaniment. In Neuchatel this part of the services 
well conducted, but in many, of the surrounding villages, the singing might yie 
with that of many village churches in England, for want of harmony and 
taste. 

I could mention two or three villages where the grievous nature of the 
psalmody defies all description, and yet I was often assured that it had changed 
vastly for the better within.a few years before my abode in the canton.” In 
illustration of this, 1 was informed, that en one oceasion, a stranger like myself 
making his appearance in the church, the clerk or some other individual of: the 
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congregation, was so far conscious of the peculiar nature of the village singing, 
and so considerate of the nerves of the stranger, that stepping up to him just as 
they were going to strike up, he whispered in Swiss German, Seyd chr nit 
erschrokke, wir werde bald singe, which answers in English to “ Dont be frightened 
out of your wits, we are going to sing.” Pp. 191, 192. 

The work is published by Seeley, and the whole well worth a 


perusal. 


---—~— 


OBSERVATIONS ON ROM. VIII. 1, 2. 


Mr. Epiror,—I should not think of encumbering your pages with 
an answer to any remarks of the Eclectic Review; and I only refer 
to it, because certain remarks in its number for last December have 
led me to make a few observations upon an important text, which 
perhaps you may not think unworthy of the attention of your readers. 

The text is Rom. viii. 1, 2.—‘* There is therefore now no con- 
demnation to them which are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the 
flesh but after the Spirit. For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ 
Jesus hath made me free from the law of sin and death.” This 
passage, it appears, has been paraphrased by the Author of a Com- 
mentary on the Romans (Mr. Terrot) as follows. ‘ There is there- 
fore now no condemnation to those who being united to Christ in 
baptism, live henceforth not according to the dictates of their own 
lusts, but under the gracious influences of the Holy Spirit. For the 
influence of the Spirit, by whose regenerating power at my baptism 
I entered upon a new life,” &c. The reviewer then proceeds,— 
“Were the subject less momentous, it might provoke a smile, to 
detect this awkward and impotent attempt to slide in the tenet of 
baptismal regeneration and baptismal justification, between the words 
of the inspired text:—a dogma which has much the same affinity 
with the doctrine of Paul, as that of penance or extreme unction, and 
which might partly be described as teaching a justification without 
faith, and a regeneration without holiness.” 

On the accuracy of this description I would merely remark, that 
I am not aware that it was usual in the primitive church to baptize 
persons who had no faith; and that the regeneration of those “ who 
thenceforth live according to the dictates of the Holy Spirit,” does not 
appear to be, strictly speaking, a regeneration without holiness. 
But as my object is not to answer the Eclectic Reviewer, I proceed 
at once to shew that the general scope of St. Paul’s argument would 
lead a candid critic to suppose that by the expression “ those who 
are in Christ Jesus,” he meant, “‘ those who have been united to Christ 
in baptism.” By the use of the word therefore, I understand that the 
Apostle intends to connect his assertion with the previous argument, 

contained in the sixth and seventh chapters, which is entirely an 
answer to the question, “ Shall we continue in sin that grace may 
abound ?”—Chap. vi. 1. ‘ There is no condemnation,” says St. Paul, 
“to those that are in Christ Jesus.” Now they were not naturally 
in Christ Jesus, and consequently at some time, and by some means 
VOL. XI. NO, VIII. 3T 
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they must have come into Christ. The Eclectic Reviewer, and many 
with him, would say that they were admitted into Christ by faith, and 
immediately on their believing; nor would I deny that faith was a 
condition of their admission info Christ. But what says the Apostle 
on the subject? He says (chap vi. 3) that they were baptized into 
Christ, that is, that they were admitted into Christ, or were made 
members of Christ at and by their baptism. 

Again, I read (chap. vi. 4) “* Therefore we are buried with him 
(Christ) by baptism into death; that like as Christ was raised from 
the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk in 
newness of life.” Here I find our church fully borne out in declaring 
baptism to be a death unto sin, and a new hirth unto righteousness. 
Can it be doubted then that in the eleventh verse of the same chapter, 
the being dead unto sin refers to the baptismal death: and that in the 
fourth and sixth verses of the seventh chapter the “ being dead to the 
law by the body of Christ,” and the ‘ being delivered from the law 
in which we were held by dying,’* all refer to the same thing, namely, 
the being baptized into Jesus Christ and his death? All the re- 
mainder of the seventh chapter is manifestly a digression, or rather 
a development of the proposition contained in the fifth verse, namely, 
that “the motions of sin, which were by the law, brought forth death :” 
while the eighth chapter, from the commencement, develops the 
proposition contained in the sixth verse of the seventh. If then 
that sixth verse refers to a death unto the law, that is, to the con- 
demning power of the law, by baptism into Christ Jesus, it follows 
that the first verse of the eighth chapter, when it speaks of them that 
are in Christ Jesus, must in like manner speak of those who have 
been made members of Christ im and by baptism. 

If it be necessary to explain the expression ‘© Those which are in 
Christ Jesus,” without reference to the particular argument contained 
in these three chapters, we need not look beyond the twelfth chapter, 
and fifth verse, of the same Epistle—‘* We being many, are one body in 
Christ, and every one members one of another.” What body? The 
church unquestionably, of which Christ was and is the head. Eph. i. 
22, 23. And by what means from the first day of Christianity down 
to the present hour have men been admitted into the church which is 
Christ’s body, but by baptism? 

As I have condensed my argument into so very short a compass, 
you will perhaps allow me in a very few words to notice another 
dictum of the Eclectic Reviewer, which, according to his own phrase, 
‘‘may provoke a smile.” He is speaking of the first verse and 
first chapter, and says, “ Mr. Terrot supposes that while «Anro¢g may 
refer to the call from Heaven, apwptapevoc may refer to the ordination 
of St. Paul by the church at the command of the Spirit. He adds, 
‘‘ It is observable that, until this ordination, St. Paul was not con- 
sidered as an Apostle, but only as a Prophet or Teacher.” According 
to this representation, he had no better right to style himself an 
Apostle than Barnabas had; and his appeal to the Corinthians 
(chap. ix. 1, 2) is wholly without force or propriety.” 





* The proper reading in this verse appears to be awo @avovTes, not axo BavorTos. 
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Archdeacon Wrangham and Mr. Faber. 


Now, Sir, if the plain grammatical sense of Scripture in the state- 
ment of a simple fact, has any weight, we must conclude from the 
first three verses of the thirteenth of Acts, that up to the ordination 
there mentioned, Paul was not acknowledged as an Apostle, but only 
as a prophet or a teacher (v. 1). Prophets and teachers were, we 
know, ecclesiastical officers, inferior to Apostles (Eph. iv. 11). Would 
any one acquainted with the constitution of the Church of England 
say, “‘ there are in London certain priests and deacons, as Mr. Wilson, 
Mr. Johnson, and Dr. Blomfield ?” 

But, says the Reviewer, ‘“ according to this representation, Paul 
had no better right to style himself an Apostle than Barnabas had.” 
Certainly he had none whatever; and consequently we find St. Luke 
always placing them on a footing of equality. For instance, we read 
in Acts xiv, 14,—‘* Which when the Apostles, Barnabas and Paul, 
heard of.” Barnabas then was an Apostle, constituted such by the 
ordination mentioned in Acts xiii. 3: and why must I believe that 
the same act which conferred apostleship on Barnabas, was totally 
needless and totally ineffective in the case of Paul? In 1 Cor. ix. 1, 2, 
the Apostle merely asserts his apostleship, and says not one word 
about the origin of it: had the Reviewer however read on to the sixth 
verse, he would have found Barnabas ranked with the other Apostles. 
But I will not take up your pages and the time of your readers, by 
proving what must be perfectly clear to every attentive and impartial 
student of the Acts of the Apostles. 

C;. 14,7. 
o 


ARCHDEACON WRANGHAM AND THE REV. G. S. FABER. 

Mr. Epiror,—It is with the most entire deference for the vastly 
superior learning of these eminent theologians that I venture to 
suggest, what both, I conceive, will, on consideration, readily admit, 
that they must have been deceived about the word azoararne. 

It is true that the character -, in modern printed books, stands 
both for the two letters or, and for the number 6. But why, it may 
be asked, should a7 designate 6? And to this question no satisfactory 
answer has been returned. Bishop Marsh, in his Hore Pelasgice, 
and the shelter of his great name is no smal! consolation to one who 
has presumed to controvert the venerable authorities of Archdeacon 
Wrangham and Mr. Faber,) has shewn that the = is no other than a 
corruption of the C, the old digamma, which was, like the Hebrew °*, 
the sixru letter of the alphabet, and which, though disused as a 
letter by the Greeks, was retained by them in its numerical power. 
This simple solution of a very substantial difficulty takes all right 
from the letters ot to be considered as composing the number 6. 

It is surprising how many applicable words form exactly the 
apocalyptical number. Does not this uncertainty point to some 
different principle of interpretation? and is it not worth considering 
whether that principle has been indicated by Mr. Croly? 

I am, Sir, your very obedient servant, 
Henry Tompson. 


Rectory, Wrington, July 9, 1829 
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AN APPEAL IN BEHALF OF THE POOR CHURCHES IN THE 
DIOCESE OF SODOR AND MANN. 

Ar a period when “ the glad tidings of salvation,” are proclaimed 
from shore to shore, it is deeply to be lamented that any of the sub- 
jects of our gracious Sovereign should be destitute of the benefits of 
public worship, and the means of religious instruction. Yet such is 
the condition of a large proportion of the poor in the Isle of Mann. 
The population of the Island has of late years increased considerably, 
and the number of the poor has increased in an equal proportion, 
whilst the Churches within the Diocese are quite inadequate to the 
accommodation of such augmented numbers. 

The population of the island is not less than 50,000 souls, and the 
existing churches do not afford room for more than about 9,000. In 
the town of Douglas alone, where the total number of inhabitants 
amounts to about 7,000, and where the churches can accommodate 
but about 1,300, there are no free seats, and 4,000 of the poorer 
classes, who are professed members of the Church of England, are 
excluded, by the want of accommodation within her walls, from 


joining in her service. The same deficiency of means exists in several 


other parishes of the Island. And it is to be peculiarly lamented, that 
in a diocese where a Barrow, a Wilson, and a Hildesley (Prelates whose 
names deserve to be held in everlasting remembrance), laboured to 
sow the good seed of Christianity, the efforts of such distinguished 
men should be thus rendered comparatively unavailing. 

The inhabitants of this little island, though blessed by a kind Provi- 
dence with various advantages, yet labour under many privations. They 
enjoy few of the benefits of commerce and manufactures. They have 
little access to the sources of national wealth and prosperity; and few 
of them possess any other riches than the riches of contentment. 
They are consequently much circumscribed in their means, and 
obviously unable of themselves to meet the great spiritual exigencies 
of the diocese. 

Under these circumstances, the Bishop of Sodor and Mann has 
recently applied to the Commissioners for Building, and the Society 
for the Enlargement of Churches, but the Isle of Mann was found 
to be neither within the rules of the former, nor the Charter of the 
latter. 

An appeal, therefore, to public liberality, is the last and only re- 
source of the inhabitants of this little Island; and they are induced 
to make it with the greater confidence, from recollecting the gene- 
rosity of the British nation towards their ancestors, when they had 
not, as their descendants now have, a sort of family claim on the 
affectionate regards of the people of England, by being recently more 
closely united under the same gracious Sovereign. They appeal to 
their wealthier neighbours of the United Kingdom in behalf of many 
thousands of their poor brethren, who desire to join with them in 
the same Liturgy, to imbibe the same doctrines, and to participate 
in the same communion. Their object is Christian unity, and their 
appeal is to Christian charity. 

The preceding appeal we are sure will be met by the friends of 
the Church with their wonted liberality. Among the names of the 
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Subscribers we observe with pleasure those of the two Archbishops, 
the Bishop of Sodor and Mann, Viscount Goderich, Mr. J. S. Har- 
ford, and Mr. Lawrence, for 100/. each; besides the Bishops of Lon- 
don, (50/.) Salisbury, Lichfield, and Llandaff, 20/. each, and several 
other highly respectable individuals, whose names we have not room 
to specily. 

*,* Subscriptions, in furtherance of the object of this Appeal, will 
be received at Messrs. Hammersley & Co.'s, Pall Mall; Rivington’s, 
St. Paul’s Church-Yard, and Waterloo-Place; Hatchard’s, Piceadilly ; 
Seeley’s, Fleet Street; Nisbet's, Berners Street; Mr H. C. Chris- 
tian, 10, Strand; and by the Rev. H. Stowell, Salopian Hotel, 
Charing Cross. 


> 
PRO-POPERY SOPHISTRY. 


Mr. Evitror,—The Popish sophism which I at present intend to 
combat is one put forth by the Protestant Dr. Chalmers. ‘ Give me 
the Bible,” says that divine, “ and I will overturn Popery by the 
single strength of it.” 

“Give me tHE Brisre!” Yes, give—not the profound and eloquent 
Chalmers, but a simple child,—rune Biste, and, as a matter of argu- 
ment, he may overturn Popery easily enough. The Bible, certainly, 
is the most formidable among the foes of the spiritual Babylon; the 
foe whom she has always laboured the most sedulously to suppress,— 
the foe who has achieved her most signal defeats,—the Cyrus, before 
whom, in the great and terrible day of the Lord, the loins of kings 
shall be loosened, and the two-leaved gates opened. But against 
what argument is the sophism directed? Who ever affirmed that 
there was any probability of Popery prevailing agaiust Scripture by 
the power of reason? No: 

‘‘ 1 wish the cause were on that issue tried.” 
The dangers we fear are from godless men, to whom the Bible, as 
a spiritual rule, is a sealed book, and who know no principle of 
action but self-interest and personal aggrandizement; from Popery 
in the ascendant, closing its eyes against Scripture light, taking away 
the key of knowledge, and neither entering, nor suffering others to en- 
ter: from politicians, whose argument is the sword and the enactment, 
and the weapons of whose warfare (unlike the Christian arms) are 
CARNAL. It is not for our salvation that we fear; our foes, we know, 
have no power to kill the soul. It is not for the existence of our 
Church that we fear; she stands upon a rock. But personal per- 
secution, and the overthrow of our Church establishment, we do appre- 
hend from the late measure, and, as we think, with justice and reason, 

We are told that the scenes of the Marian persecution can never 
recur. The present sophism cannot tranquillize us on this head. 
Never was Popery more resolutely opposed by the Bible than at 
that sanguinary period: never more entirely vanquished by argu- 
ment; NEVER MORE COMPLETELY VICTORIOUS IN EVERY OTHER POINT 
or view. And if the fashionable cant about improved civiliza- 
tion be added, what is gained? Many of those who have most 
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zealously urged this point, are men who have eulogized on the score 
of superior enlightenment; the period of “‘ THE REIGN OF TERROR . 
No! let us indeed cling to our Bibles, as our impregnable strong- 
hold against the sopuisrries of Popery; and our comfort amidst its 
secular triump!l s! but let us not be deceived into the mad belief 
that these triumphs are to be averted or mitigated by yi lding every 
security which God has placed in our hands, and throwing ourselves 
from the pinnacle of the temple, by trusting to promises which are 
contingent upon the use of the means which we disregard. ‘“ Thou 


shalt not tempt the Lord thy God!” 
A Carnonic or THE Cuurcu oF ENGLAND. 


> 


THE NECESSITY OF UNITY IN THE CHURCH. 


Mr. Epvrror,—The many anxious thoughts which arise at the 
present moment, in every reflecting mind, attached to the Protestant 
religion in general, and the Church of England in particular, will 
very reasonably seek relief in your publication. 

If those, who preside over the Establishment peruse your pages, 
it is ce sirable that the y should see the sentiments of the Clergy ex- 
pressed in them with plainness, candour, and truth. It may be 
supposed that the following questions are not suggested by one 
person only, but by many; since they naturally spring from the 
extraordinary and anomalous state in which we are unhappily placed. 
Without further proem then, it may be asked, Whether such discord 
ever prevailed in any community, as now prevails in the religious 
opinions of the members which constitute an ecclesiastical body, with 
any hope of its permanency and stability? And whether the dangers 
to which it is exposed are not increased by the undivided, unchange- 
able, and absolute authority of that church, whose influence and 
power are now admitted into the councils and legislative assemblies 
of these realms? Whether, again, such dangers are not still mor 
aggravated by the union of sects (dissenting from it) in one general 
co-operation, tending to the destruction of its very existence? An 
affirmative answer to these inquiries will lead to one or other of 
these inferences: either that we must despair of the peace and se- 
curity of our church, or that we must adopt seasonable measures 
to maintain it inviolate. All, no doubt, are most deeply interested 
in the latter result: accountable to the Divine Author of that truth, 
which is promulgated by our ministry, for a watchful and zealous 
defence of it —and accountable to the people, who are committed 
to their charge, for a conscientious performance of their duty, in 
teaching, and exhorting, and administering the word and sacraments 
to their edification. 

But the inferior orders look to the superior for support, en- 
couragement, and example. . When the shepherds do not superin- 
tend the fold, the flock will be scattered: when the watchmen either 
leave ther post, or disagree about the means of keeping guard, the 
walls of our Jerusalem will lie open to assault. May we humbly 
hope that such obvious considerations will have their weight with 
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those to whom our safety is confided! What serious mischief (God 
grant it be not irreparable!) has been inflicted on our church by the 
divers opinions of its rulers, in regard to the Roman Catholic Ques- 
tion, no one can have overlooked. ‘That was a convulsion in the 
religious world, like an earthquake in the natural :—-fundamenta 
quatit. But there are other causcs of distraction which rend asunder 
the bonds of unity and peace. We tread here indeed on tender 
ground: we step with trembling feet, as we approach those limits 
of debatable territory, in which we mingle with friends or enemies, 





and can scarcely distinguish the one from the other. But truth re- 
quires plainness of speech, and those who love the truth will not 

rink from it. Let us then calmly and amicably deliberate on the 
course we should take, and with all deference entreat our diocesans 
to go before us in the way that we ought, with deference to their 
authority, and obedience to a far higher authority, to choose and 
pursue. 

It is matter of deep and momentous concern, that many of the Clergy 
are agitated by very distressing doubts, with regard to their decision on 
subjects about which their ecclesiastical superiors disagree. They 
are most anxious, with one heart and one mind, to concur in the most 
salutary, pious, and prudent designs of the wise and good, to whom 
they owe canonical obedience and cordial respect. But, in different 
lioceses they find different principles, or, at least, opinions espoused, 

id different lines of conduct distinctively approved. It is painful 
and invidious to particularize instances of this. Let those who have 
observed passing events, apply the objection now suggested to the 
various expressions of approbation or disapprobation, which are 
connected with the diffusion or restriction of religious societies, under 
the influence of different Bishops. It is a fact that cannot be dis- 
guised, and occasions regrets which it is difficult to suppress: it is 
ttended with consequences, which have never ceased to flow from 
uch a source :—“* Discordid res maxime dilabuntur.” Would that this 
were well and timely considered by those, from whom the remedy 
must proceed! Would that the overseers of God’s household might 
so direct the ministers and stewards, who look up to them for advice 
and counsel, that they should all walk together in the same path, as 
they are to be led by the same Spirit—the spirit of truth, and unity, 
and concord! If they do not agree in such advice, as it behoves all 
the Clergy to adopt, what but dissension can ensue amongst their 
more humble brethren? The discussion of this subject may be 
thought a bold and intrusive step into the seat of church-government ; 
but it is taken by one whom age and meditation on so grave a matter, 
have rather impelled than checked in his advance; one, to whom the 
cause of religion is as dear as it is venerable; and the Church of 
England more especially an object of attachment, strengthened by 
experience, and confirmed by principle. If he speaks boldly, yet he 
speaks respectfully: and, with a fearful anticipation of a coming storm, 
he conjures the friends and advocates, the Bishops and Curates, of 
our Apostolic Church, to prepare for its approach, and provide 
against its assaults, by combining together, with one consent, in the 
propagation and promotion of the true Protestant faith, as it is 
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professed nationally in these realms. In carrying such a measure 
into effect, present distinctions will necessarily cease. We shall not, 
on stepping from this diocese into that, find a total change of feelmg 
and opinion infused by the head into its members, nor experience the 
coldness of discouragement, chilling, as it were, in a different climate, 
the burning zeal that flames in an adjoining district. It cannot 
escape the notice of the most common observer, that such things are, 
but ought not so to be. May He, who alone is able, so dispose the 
wills, and enlighten the understandings, of our superiors, that they 
may guide us through the conflicts of opposing parties, by pointing 
out to us a course, which, in their deliberate, united, and accordant 
judgment, they shall approve, that with one faith, one mind, and one 
voice, we may fulfil our vocation, and thus glorify God, and edify 


mankind ! W. 
————— 





PEWS AT CRICKHOWEL. 

Mr. Eptror,—In your number for last December, you were good 
enough to insert a communication from me, detailing the proceedings 
recently adopted by the parish of Crickhowel towards effecting an 
enlargement of its Church, and to set out the faculty at large. 

Be pleased now to inform your readers, that, in consequence of 
recent decisions, bearing directly upon the question, the Chancellor 
of the Diocese, George Wharton Marriott, Esq., to whose zeal and 
intelligence the parish is in no small measure indebted for the attain- 
ment of its wishes, thought it advisable, that instead of that faculty, 
or rather commission, by which the authority to allot was placed in the 
hands of a committee, should be substituted the usual one, under the 
seal of the Ordinary himself, the designation remaining as before —to 
“ A. B.C. D. and their assigns, occupiers of the tenements, E. F. G. H. 
and in communion with the Church of England.” 

I am, Sir, &c. . 
———— 
ILLUSTRATIONS OF SCRIPTURAL FACTS AND CUSTOMS, 
By analogous Reference to the Practice of other Nations. 
CREATION CONNECTED WITH WATER. 
Genesis i. 2.—‘* And the spirit of God moved upon the face of the waters.” 

Tue beautiful drama of Sancontala; or, The Fatal Ring, translated 
by Sir William Jones, opens with the same idea, which agrees with 
other ancient opinions; thus Thales, and after him Anaximander,* 
believed that water was before all things created in the universe.t 

Water was the first work of the Creator; and fire receives the oblations 
ordained by law; the sacrifice is performed with solemnity; the two lights of 
heaven distinguish time ; the subtel ether, which is the vehicle of sound, pervades 
the universe; the earth is the natural parent of all increase; and by air all 
things breathing are animated. May Isa the God of nature, apparent in these 
eight forms, bless and sustain you !—Sancontala. 



















* Euseb. Prep. lib.i. c. 8. 

















+ Cudworth, 21. Grotius, Notes on c. 16, 1. 1. 















ns 

oO! 

des 
all 


ese 











505 


PSALM CXXXIII. 


I. 
Sweet is the love that mutual glows 
Within each brother’s breast; 
{nd binds in gentlest bonds each heart, 
{ll blessing and all blest. 


I]. 
Sweet as the odorous balsam pour'd 
On Aaron’s sacred head, 
Which oer his beard, and downhis vest, 
A breathing fragrance shed. 


Dr. Greeory, 


IIT, 
As morning dews on Zion's mount, 
That spread their silver rays, 
And deck with gems the verdant pomp, 
Which Hermon’s top displays. 
IV 
To such the Lorp of life and love 
His blessing shall extend; 
A life on earth of joy and peace, 
And life that ne'er shall end. 


from ¢ Latin Version of Buchanan. 





MONTHLY 


SOCIETY FOR SUPERSEDING 
BOYS IN SWEE 


Tuts Society was instituted in the 
year 1803. The objects are doubtless 
most benevolent and humane, and 
calculated to produce the most bene- 
ficial results, Gladly, therefore, do 
we contribute to the means of spread- 
ing its usefulness, by presenting ou 
readers with a brief abstract of its 
Fourteenth Report. 

Since the foundation of the Society 
the number of contributions has been 
ery limited, and it is only matter of 
surprise that so much has been effected 
with resources so confined. Ther 
being no charges for rent or salaries, 
the only expenses incwred by the 
Committee, have been for forming 
supporting the establishments of 
Glass and Day, for spreading infor- 
mation of the practical use and efficacy 
of the machine, by extensive circula- 
tion of printed papers, and for printing 
and advertising. To meet these 
exigencies, a moderate but regular 
annual subscription is desirable ; and 
the Committee confidently trust, that 
having 30 far advanced the object of 
the Society, the public will not allow 
of its being abandoned for want of 
funds, but will, with its usual liberality, 
answer the appeal thus urgently made, 
by supplying the means of obtaining 
iat full success, which would then be 





no longer matter of doubt. 


VOL. XI. NO. VIII. 








REGISTER. 


THE NECESSITY OF CLIMBING 
PING CHIMNEYS. 


So great was the accumulation to- 
wards the end of last year, of interest- 
ing matter relating to the increased 
adoption of the machine, both in 
London and throughout England, and 
so calculated to extend the knowledge 
and practical application of the plan 
of the Committee, that they were 
induced to publish a small tract, 
entitled, “ Practical Information pre- 
sented to the Public by the Society for 
iperseding the necessity of Climbing 
) 





ys, &c.” The conte nts of this tract, 
ich was distributed to the Sub- 
scribers, and largely circulated among 
the public, render it unnecessary to 
repeat the interesting information con- 
tained in it, and to which, therefore, 
they beg to refer, as comprising, 
among other matters, the substance of 
proceedings in many principal cities 
and towns, for co-operating in the 
objects of the Society 

The Committee having effected so 
great ‘an improvement im the machine 
itself, as to leave even wilful ignorance 
and prejudice scarcely a pretence for 
not, at all events, giving it a trial; and 
having also, through the candid and 
liberal conduct of the managers of 
several public buildings, obtained a fall 
and fair trial of the machine, followed 
up the opening thus afforded, by 
direct application to Government, qnd 
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upon the favourable report of Lieut. 
Col. Stephe nson, the intelligent Supe r- 
intendant of the Board of Works, to 
the Right Hon. Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, the latter was 
pleased to express his entire approba- 
tion of the plan, and to give orders for 
its extensive application. The effect 
of this power il aid has been im- 
mediately felt; the machine is in 
course of introduction into many 
Government departments and royal 
palaces, and the example has been 
extensively followed by many public 
institutions. It is consequently so 
much in request, that an additional 
establishment at the West End of the 
Town has been found necessary, for 
by me hanical 
means only, at the prices usually 
charged in the trade, and with superior 


cleansing chimneys, 


cleanliness and effect. 

As so much of the evil which it is 
the object of the Soc iety to counteract, 
has arisen from the irregular construc- 
tion, in many instances, of chimneys, 
the Committee have, from the com- 
mencement of their labours, suggested 
and endeavoured to effect some means 
of regulating the size and angles of 
flues in all new buildings; but no fit 
opportunity has presented itself, until 
a revision of the Building Act should 
take place, which having been recently 
in contemplation, the Committee have 
themselves of the circum- 
owing to the humane 


availed 
stance; and 


Soc iely. 


consideration of Mr. C. N. Pallmet 
M. P. for Surrey, who has undertaken 
to bring into Parliament a Bill fo 
amending the Building Act, and to 
the zeal of their associate, Mr. John 
White, the eminent Architect and 
District Surveyor for Mary-le-bone, 
who has the conduct of the details of 
the Bill, clauses have been introduced 
into the draft of such Bill, providing 
for the construction of flues in future, 
in such a manner as to admit of being 
readily swept by machinery. 
Impressed with the full conviction, 
that, owing to the poverty, ignorance, 
indolence, and habits of 
most of the master « himney sweepers, 
the indiffi rence of m my householders, 
and the prejudices of servants, the evil 
will never be wholly remedied but by 
the aid of Parliament, the Committee 
have prepared a Bill for the better 
regulation of chimney sweepers and 
their apprentices, which it was their 


harde ned 


intention to have submitted to Parlia 
ment during the present session ; but 
as no opportunity for so doing occurred 
during the important discussions pre 
vious to the Easter recess, the Com- 
mittee have, in compliance with a 
wish expressed by many of the warm- 
est advocates of the measure, been 
induced to postpone the application 
until next session. 

An Appendix is added to the 
Report, containing a variety of tes 
timonials in favour of the machine. 


——> 


NATIONAL 


St. Martins’ Vestry Room. 


Unions, 3d June, 1829. — Brough, 
Westmoreland; W. Bergholt, Es- 
sex; Chollerton, Northumberland ; 
Long Bredy, Dorsetshire; Farington, 
Lancashire; Farnborough, Hants; 
Huddersfield, Y orkshire (new schools) ; 
Littleton, Worcestershire; St. Paul’s, 
Preston; Rampside, Cumberland; 
Measham, Derbyshire; Neston, Che- 
shire; and Pontefract, Yorkshire. 

lst July, 1829.—St. Ann’s Society, 
Peckham; Birch, Middleton, Lanea- 
shire; Bridgwater, Somersetshire ; 
Gedney, near Holbeach, Lincoln- 
shire; Laddenden, Yorkshire ; Lande- 
wednack and Linkinhorne, Cornwall; 
and Lamphey, Pembrokeshire. 


SOCIETY. 

Grants, 3d June, 1829. — Linth 
waite, Yorkshire, 202; Llandovery, 
Carmarthenshire, 20/. ; St. Paul's, Pres 
ton, 200/.; Llanrug, Carnarvonshire, 
20/.; Pontefract,140/.; West Wickham, 
Cambridgeshire, 30/.; Laddenden 
Yorkshire, 50/.; Measham, Derby 
shire, 50/.; Chollerton, Northumber- 
land, 607. or 80/.; Long Bredy, Dor- 
setshire, 502. 

lst July, 1829.—Wonston, Hants, 
40/.; Linkinhorne, (conditional,) 502; 
Landewednack, (conditional,) 20/. or 
15/.; Hemel Hemsted, 50/.; Bridg- 
water, 120/.; Littleton, near Evesham, 
(conditional,) 30/.; Lamphey, (con- 
ditional,) 70/.; Eversden, Cambridge- 
shire, 307. or 407; Birch, 1002; 
Hessle, Yorkshire, 20/. 
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POLITICAL RETROSPECT. 


PP PEPE PL OR 


Domestic.—The quarter’s revenue, 
which closed on the 5th of July, ap- 
parently fails in equalling that of the 
corresponding quarter in last year by 
the sum of 350,000/. The deficiency 
s in reality much greater, for in the 
account of this quarter are entered 
280,000/. excise duties, which belonged 
to the April quarter; so that the ac- 
tual failure amounts to 630,000/.; a 
very serious defalcation, but not greater 
than might have been apprehended, 
on a recollection of the depressed con- 
dition of our commerce and manufac- 
tures in all their various branches 
throughout the whole of the last winter 
and spring. By an estimate it appears 
that the statement of the sinking fund 
since 1825 has been altogether illusory, 
and that the fresh debt contracted is 
fully equal to the amount of the old 
one redeemed. ‘This is proved by a 
reference to the budgets of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, which show 
that for the year 1825 the charge for 
interest on the national debt, including 


that onExchequer bills, was 28,060,288/. 
and that the same charges on the in- 
come of 1828 amounted to 28,095,506/. 

The weather during the last month 
has been as favourable to some opera- 
tions in husbandry as it has been un- 


favourable to others. The crops both 
of hay and corn were so much checked 
in their growth by the drought and 
severely cold nights, that very little 
expectation was admitted of their im- 
provement. The corn crops, however, 
will be generally good, if the dry wea- 
ther which has followed the rains con- 
tinues; for the wheat was just in that 
state of growth to derive advantage 
from them. Nor is the damage so much 
as might have been expected from the 
quantity of water fallen; even in the 
rich districts of Sussex, where the 
wheat crops are very heavy, they are 
generally standing. In Buckingham- 
shire we have seen a small piece or 
two mildewed, but only there. The 
barley and oats where late sown, or 
kept back by adventitious cireum- 
stances, were similarly placed, and will 
yield large and abundant crops, nor 
will these be defective in straw ; where 


they were forward, the drought had 
affected them too severely to admit of 
any considerable improvement. ‘The 
beans are generally blighted; pease 
have escaped better. 

The state of Jreland is disturbed in 
the extreme, and the southern coun- 
ties of the island appear to be one 
continued scene of riot and murder. 
The Roman Catholic portion of the 
population seem to consider themselves 
freed from all the customary restraints 
imposed by the laws, and at full liberty 
to enjoy the victory they have won in 
any manner they please, and at any 
expense of the lives and property of 
the Protestant community; whilst Mr. 
O’Connel travels the country in pro- 
cession, under the mask of an elec- 
tioneering progress, exciting the mob 
by the most violent and inflammatory 
speeches. The tranquillity of this mise - 
rable country, which was so confidently 
promised as the immediate conse- 
quence and first-fruits of the late un- 
constitutional measures, appears to be 
even more remote than formerly. Nor 
does the boasted gratitude of the Lrish 
papists show itself in a more conspi- 
cuous light. They openly disclaim 
that there is any room for such a feel- 
ing on their part; their emancipation 
has not been unconditional, and it must 
be their endeavour to remove the few 
cobwebs that are intended to bind 
them; they are indebted to no one 
for what they gained by intimidation ; 
they consider that it was withheld as 
long as it could be consistently with 
the fears of his Majesty's ministers; 
and what reliance can they place in 
those persons who have not scrupled 
to betray the party they professed to 
unite with? The peaceful and indus 
trious portion of the inhabitants are, 
in consequence of these excesses, con- 
strained to leave the island—those who 
have property, to a country where they 
may enjoy it unmolested; and those 
who are compelled to labour for their 
subsistence, to places where their em- 
ployment may be pursued without 
endangering their existence, and the 
fruits of their labour may be seeure 
from the violence of fanatic ruffians. 
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to his daught: rs¢ m mn the throne 
kingdom. iders her as 
n, and will be found firm in re- 
fusing to compromise her interests 
The actual conditi em- 


pire does admit of his doing more 


Emperor of Brazil 


] 


nounces his determi 


of this 
Qu 


{ 


n of his own 
at presen protesting against the 
usurpat Don Miguel Count 
Villa Flor has undertaken the chief 
command in the Island of Terceira in 
the name of Donna Maria del Gloria. 
The inhabitants are determined to re- 
sist the squadron of Don Miguel, and 
have made great preparations to that 
effect, for which am] le time has been 
allowedthem. Numbers of Portueuese 

have repaired t and 
great hopes are entertained that they 


emigrants hither, 


may offer an effectual resistance, espe- 


cially as the impoverished state of 
Don Miguel's affairs would render it 
almost impossible for him to furnish 
another armament. 

Russta anp Tt 


RKEY.—The d 


of the Turks before Schumla has been 
very complete, and the 
following it up with unusual vigour. 
With skill General Diebitsch 
surprised the Grand Vizier in a very 
disadvantageous position ; and though 
the resistance oflered by the Turks 
was most determined, they were at 
length compelled to give w ly, and a 
general rout took place : about 2000 


Russians are 


great 


men were killed on the field, besides 
numbers in the pursuit, which was 
ably conducted by Count Pahlen. Up- 
wards of forty pieces of cannon with 
all their ammunition waggons, the 
camp, and the whole baggage, fell into 
the hands of the victors; and the Grand 
Vizier’s army may 
entirely dissolved, he himself having 
made his escape, accompanied by only 

This defeat 


be considered as 


mall body of horse. 


places Schumla, which a few weeks 
go was held to be impregnable, in ; 
very dubious situatic n, if Gene ral Die- 
bitsch thinks of attacking it, as th 
garrison is said to consist of only 1000 
Arnouts, and the inhabitants who ar 
of I j 
than 5000 men; unless rein- 


ian 
thrown in, it 


‘ 


eariIng arms amount to no 
more 
speed ly 
can scarcely withstand the first attacks 
of the Russian ¢ 

Silistria has fallen. 
Bucharest state that “a courier, de- 
spatched by Lieutenant-General Kras- 
sowsky, has this moment arrived from 
Silistria, with the news that that for- 
fallen under the victorious 
18th 


forcements are 


rmy. 
Accounts from 


tress has 
attacks of the Russians, on the 
(30th) June. The Turkish garrison, 
which, obstinate resistance, 
was reduced to the last extremity, 
had surrendered prisoners of war. It 
amounted to 10,000 men, without in- 
cluding the inhabitants. Among the 
number are two Pachas of three tails, 
Hady Achmet, and Serb Mahmoud, 
and ‘many other officers. 250 pieces 
of cannon, 2 horse tails, above 100 
pair of colours, the flotilla of the Da 
nube, and a great quantity of ammu- 
, are the trophies 


alter an 


nition and provision 
of this victory. 
After the surrender of Silistria, 
General Diebitsch closely invested 
Schumla, but it is not yet ascertained 
whether he means to unde rtake a re- 
cular siege of that fortress. It is not 
improbable that he may leave a corps 
to observe it, and with the 
of his army towards the 


advance 
whole be ay 
Balkan. 

Sourn America.—The peace be- 
tween the Republics of Colombia and 
Peru is not yet concluded, since in 
direct violation of the treaty of Tarqui, 
the city of Guayaquil still refuses to 
surrender, and skirmishing has been 
renewed to the advantage of the 
Colombian troops. Bolivar had ar- 
rived at Bogota, from whence he was 
about to proceed to the northern pro- 
vinces on a tour of observation, and 
then, returning to the capital, attempt 
some remedy for the evils, both foreign 
and domestic, under which his country 
now labours; he would afterwards 
proceed to the south of Colombia, and 
finally settle the disputes with the 
Peruvians. 
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NEW CHURCHES. 


BeEDMINSTER.—Contributions, amounting to 2800/., have been made for building 
a new Church in the Parish of Bedminster, near Bristol. The Church is to accommo- 
date 650 persons in pews, and 956 in free sittings. 

Newvort.—The Chapel of Ease at Newport has been consecrated by the Bishop of 
I xeter. 

PLymoutH.—Charles Chapel, at Plymouth, has been consecrated by the Bishop of 
Exeter. 


PREFERMENTS. 

The King has been pleased to order a congé d’élire to the Dean and Chapter of the 
Cathedral Church of Oxford, empowering thern to elect a Bishop of that See, the same 
being void by the death of Dr. CHarLes Lioyp, late Bishop thereof: and _ his Majesty 
has been pleased to recommend to the said Dean and Chapter the Very Reverend 
Ricuakp Bacort, CLERK, M.A. to be by them elected Bishop of the said See. 


Name. Preferment. County. Diocese. Patron. 
Preb. of Cath. Ch. of Chester Bishop of Chester 
. and St. Bees, C. Cumberl. Chester Earl of Lonsdale 
Ainger, Wm. D.D.< and Sunninghill, V. Berks Pec.D.ofSarum St.John’sC.Camb. 
‘ to Northenden, R. Chester Chester D. & C. of Chester 
Preb. in Coll. Ch. of Westminster 
Allen, Joseph, D.D.; and Battersea, V. Surrey Winchest. Earl Spencer 
to St. Bride, Fleet Street MiddlesexLondon D.&C.of Westminst. 
Domestic Chapl. to Right Hon. Earl O'Neil 
Allgood, James ..4 and Felton, V. . ‘ Lord Chancellor 
g is ee, & } Northum, Durham P. J. Selby, Esq. 
Rev. J. Pike, and 
T. Barnard, Esq. 
Barlow, William .. Weston-super-mare, R. Somerset B.&WellsBp. of Bath & Wells 
Vic. Chor. in Cath. Ch. of York 
Beckwith, H.A...< and Collingham, V. W. York i York Mrs. Wheler 
to St.Martin’s, Coney-st. V. York ‘ D. & C. of York 


Arthur, James oeee Atherington, R. Devon Exeter 


Braham, W.H.S { ond Willea in Cath, Ch. of Canterbury 
ee “** ) and Willesborough, V. Kent Canterb. D.&C.of Canterbury 
Brice, Henry Crane Bristol, St. Peter, R. Bristol Bristol Corp. of Bristol 
Vic. Chor. in Cath. Ch. of York 
—_ and St. Sampson, P. C. City of York 
Bulmer, William. . to St. ~ ete Bishophill, Uvork York - ct f Yor 
"2d Med. R. § + SC. of Yor 
f Minor Can. in Cath. Ch. of Norwich 
Carter, George < an Trowse, V. , ? pei ° ‘ = . 
‘ , 5° ** ) with Lakenham, V. Norfolk Norwich D. & C. of Norwich 
'}s Bawburgh, V. 5 
Davy, Charles «e+e Preshute, V. Wilts Salisbury Vic.Chor.ofSalisbury 
Gretton, Charles .. Elmstone Hardwick, V. GloucesterGloucesterLord Chancellor 
Harding, Henry .. Aldridge, R. Stafford Lichfield Sir Edw. Scott, Bt. 


Hill; 3. Oakeley... { Ashendon, ©. Bucks Lincoln D.&C.ofChr.Ch.Oxt. 
’ 7 with Dorton, C. 

Hone, RK. Brindley . Portsmouth, C. Hants Winchest.Vicar of Portsmouth 

Landon, George .. Branscombe, V. Devon Exeter D. & C. of Exeter 
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Name. P; eferment. Co unty. Diocese. Patron. 
Maddock, H.William BethnalGreen,St.John’s,C.MiddlesexLondon Brasenn. Coll. Oxf. 
. . SirC.W.Flint, Knt. 
Parsons, Joseph .. Campsey Ash, R. Suffolk Norwich ea atone 
Can. in Cath. Ch. of St. David's Bp. of St. David’s 
and Preb. in Coll. Ch. of Brecon 
and Devunnuck, V. 3p. of Gloucester 
Payne, Henry T. .< and Llanbedr, R. .4, J Duke of Beaufort 
ee ’ . . St. David's ; : 
and Patricio, P. C. Brecon Davi Duke of Beaufort 
and Ystradvelty, P. C. Bp. of Gloucester 
toArchd.of Carmaerthen. inC.Ch.of St.David’s Bishop of St. David's 
Perkins, B. Robert. Wootton-under-Edge, V. Gloucest. Gloucest. Christ Ch, Oxford 
Vic. Chor. in Cath. Ch. of York 
Richardson, Wm..\ and St.Michael-le-Belfry,R. — — 
, + = .&C, k 
¢ with St. Wilford, R. ae Nee 
Rookes, Charles .. Teffont Evias, R. Wilts Salisbury J. T. Mayne, Esq. 
Preb. in Cath. Ch. of Canterbury 
Russell,John, D.D.< to St. Michael & Trinity, , , +. D.&C.of Canterb, § 
ra Queenhithe, R. MiddlesexLondon D.&C.ofLondon,a/t. 
Salmon, Henry.... Hartley Wintney, V. Hants Winchest. LadySt.Jn.Mildmay 
Salwey, Richard .. Fawkham, R. Kent Rochester P. Pusey, Esq. 


Marston, R. ‘ , = = 
: ; Lincoln Lincoln Sir J.H.Thorold, Bt. 
Thorold, Edward .< with Hougham, R. oe i gis : 


to Morcott, R. Rutland Peterboro’ Rev. E. Thorold. 
Wade, C.T. «eee St.James’C.Ashted, Birming. Warwick Lichfield. 
Williams, E. H.G.. St. Peter, Marlborough, R. Wilts Salisbury Bishop of Salisbury 


Wyvill, William. . { 


Spenithorpe, R. N. York Chester Marm. Wyvill, Esq. 
to Black Notley, R. Essex London M. Wyvill, Esq. 


CLERGYMEN DECEASED. 


Bowman, Thomas . Flintham, V. Notts York Trin. Coll. Camb. 
Felix, David Lianylar, V. Cardigan St.David'sBp. of St. David's 
Vic. Chor. in Cath. Ch. of York 


and Welperthorpe, V. E. York 

and Upper Poppleton,C. W.York f 
Forrest, Richard. .< and say ee gg V. —~ ™ : 

with West Lutton, E. York \ York D. & C. of York 


and St. Mary, Bislropbill 

2d Med. R. York 
Preb. in Cath. Ch. of Ely sishop of Ely 

St. Benet Gracechurch, D.&C.Canterb. and 
St.L . 1.&C.St.Paul’s, ¢ 

§ eonardEastcheap,R. ne Po D.&C.St.Paul’s, alt. 


inal of uniter 
en Stoke Newington, R. § { Preb. of Newington 


Gaskin, G. D. D. 


in Cath. C. St.Paul’s 
Barniston, R ; , 
age Be k York Sir F.B jart. 
with Ulrome, Vi E. York York ah Boy ae Bart 
Hughes, John .... North Tidworth Wilts Salisbury Lord Chancellor 


Johnson, J.T. .. Nees, R. : Devon Exeter Rev. J. T. Johnson 
Postle, Gunton.... Ringsfield, R. — Suffolk Norwich Samuel Postle, Esq. 
Smith, R. Hopton . Westley Waterless, R. Camb. Ely 

Southouse, Edward Woolstone, R. GloucesterGloucesterEarl of Coventry 


Gilby, John cece 
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OXFORD. 


ELECTIONS. 

The Regius Professorship of Divinity 
in this University, to which are annexed 

Canonry of Christ Church, and the 
tectory of Ewelme, Oxfordshire, has 
been given to the Rev. Edward Burton, 
D. D. late Student of Christ Church, and 
Chaplain to the deceased Bishop. 

The nomination by the Vice-Chan- 
cellor and Proctors of the Rev. Edward 
Burton, D. D. of Christ Church, to be a 
Delegate of the University Press, in the 
room of the late Bishop of Oxford, has 
been approved in Convocation. 

The nomination of the Rev. Charles 
Kevern Williams, M.A. and Fellow 

f Pembroke College, to be a Public 
Examiner in Disciplinis Mathematicis et 
Physicis, has been approved in Convoca- 
tion. 

The Rey. Willam Kay, M. A. Fellow 
of Lincoln College, has been nominated 
1 Public Examiner in Disciplinis Mathe- 
maticis et Physic is. 

On the first day of Act 
following gentlemen were nominated in 
Convocation to be Masters of the Schools 


Term, the 


for the year ensuing : 
The Rev. J. Ottley, M.A. late 
Oriel Coll. 


The Rev. G. Moberly, M.A. Fell. of 


Balliol Coll. 

The Re v. R. Eck n, 
Corpus Christi ¢ oll. 
William Jacobson, Esq. B. A. of Lin 

coln College, St. Vincent Love Hammick, 

Esq. B. A. of Exeter College, and Richard 

Croft, Esq. B. A. Scholar of Balliol Col- 

lege, have been elected Fellows of Exeter 


M.A. S« hol ir of 


College. 

Messrs. Jas. Guillemard, John Carter, 
ind Thomas Chandler Curteis, have been 
idmitted Fellows of St. John’s (¢ ollege ; 
ind Mr. James Parker Deane has been 
elected Founder’s Kin Fellow. 

Mr. M. H.G. Buckle, B.A. has been 
elected a Probationer Fellow; and Mr. 
Charles Browne Dalton, of the county of 
Essex, a Scholar, of Wadham College. 

The Rev. Henry Allison Dodd, M.A. 
the Rev. Thomas Pearson, M. A. and the 
Rev, Robert Coulthard, M. A. have been 
elected Fellows of Queen’s College, on 
the Old Foundation; G. H. S. Johnson, 
J. Richardson, and W. Abbot, Taber- 
lars; and J. Hetherington, Thos. Dand, 


Fell. of 


Thos. Calvert, Henry Hebson, Lawson 
Peter Dykes, Edward Fawcett, 
Dodd, and Harrison 
Thompson, Scholars of the same Society. 

At the election of Scholars from St. 
Peter’s College Westminster, to the two 
Colle ges ol Trinity, Cambridge, and 
Christ Church, Oxford, there were eight 
candidates, of whom Mr. Ralph Barnes, 
Mr. Alexander John Sutherland, Mr. 
Stephen Fox-Strangways, and Mr. Wm. 
Archibald Biscoe, were elected to Christ 
Church. 

At the annual election of Scholars 
from Merchant Taylors’ School to St. 
John’s College, the following gentlemen 
were nominated:—Mr. John Saltwell 
Pinkerton, Mr. Edward Wm. Vaughan, 
and Mr. John Joseph Pratt, to be Pro- 
bationary Scholars; Mr. Seth Benjamin 
Watson, and Mr. John Francis Boyes, 
to be Andrews’s Exhibitioners; and Mr. 
Kitson, Stuart's Exhibi- 


Joseph 


Thomas Bowser 


Francis John 
tioner. 

The following gentlemen have been 
elected Scholars of Trinity College :— 
Messrs. Thos. Legh Claughton, Trinity 
College; Alfred Menzies, Worcester Col. 
lege; Nutcombe Oxnam, Oriel College; 
William Laxton, Trinity College; —— 
Richards, from Eton School, Scholar 
on the Old Foundation; and Mr. Guille- 
mard, from Tiverton School, Blount’s 
Scholar. The Rev. J. M. Echalaz, M.A. 
has been elected Probationary Fellow. 

Mr. Charles Cheyne, Commoner of 
Pembroke College, has been elected 
Scholar of Lincoln College. 


PRIZES. 


The prizes for the year 1829 have been 
adjudged to the following gentlemen :— 


CHANCELLOR’S PRIZES. 

Latin Verse—“ M. T. Cicero cum fa- 
miliaribus suis apud Tusculum’’ John 
Eardley Wilmot, Scholar of Balliol Col- 
lege. — 

English Essay— The power and sta- 
bility of federative governments.”’ Geo. 
Anthony Denison, B. A. Fellow of Oriel. 

Latin Essay—* Quibus potissimum 
rationibus gentes a Romanis debellate 
ita afticerentur ut cum victoribus in unius 
imperii corpus coaluerint?”’ W. Sewell, 
B. A. Fellow of Exeter Colleg¢ 
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SIR ROGER 

English Verse—“ Voy uze of Discovery 
to the Polar Regions. Thomas Legh 
Claughton, Scholar of Trinity College. 

Dr. Ellerton’s Theological Prize— What 
were the persecution to 
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Theolosical Prize instituted June 2, 
1825—“ Whether the doctrine of One 
God, differing in his nature from all 
other beings, was held by any Heathen 
Philosophers, before 
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Palairet, Septimus H. Worcester Coll. 
Pigott, John Dryden, Christ Church. 
Richardson, John, Queen’s Coll. 

Sealy, John, Exeter Coll. 


s, William, Wadham Coll. 


the Third Class of Litera Humaniores. 


Abbott, William, Queen’s Coll. 
Aldrich, John, Lincoln Coll. 
serdmore, Samuel Charles Jas. Chr. Ch. 
fe, Arthur Thomas, All Soul's Coll. 
Duckworth, Sir J. T. B. Bart. Oriel Coll 
Ellis, William Webb, Brasennose Coll. 
F yrpes, James, Oriel Coll. 
HH rn, Hen St. John’s Coll. 
Jones, Robert, Pembroke Coll. 
Lang, Dashwood, St. Alban Hall. 
Laprimaudaye, Chas. J. St. John’s Coll. 
Phil otts, William John, Oriel Coll. 
Worsley, William, Magdalen Hall. 
R. D. Hampven, 
DANIEL VEYSIE, / 
J. LoscomBe RICHARDS, :Siaentiaais 
fuomas T. Cuurton, -_ 
J. CARR, 
R. MiItTcHeE.u, 


In the First Cla of Disc ips Mathemat. et 
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Christ Church. 

All Souls’ Coll. 
Coll. 
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Class, 
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Fourth 
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hono arable 


The following plan for the establish 
nt of a Police within th re 


Incts ol 
University and City of Oxford, was 
oved of in Convoeation on Friday, 


5th of June. 


pointment, Duties, Remuneration of Con- 
stables, &c. 

Under the authority of the Act 6 Geo. 
IV. c. 97, it is proposed, 

1. That fifteen constables be appointed 

y the Vice-Chancellor, to continue in 

office for a time dependent on circumstances, 

ind that they be also nominated to act 

Vice-Chancellor’s Men, in order to be 

bled more readily in this capacity to 

VOL. XI. NO. VIII. 


conduct irregular Gownsmen: to their 
respective Colleges and Halls, without 
taking them into custody in their ca- 
pac ity of Constables. 

II. That of this number, thirteen be 
ordinary Constables, who will be required 
to keep watch and ward in their re- 
spective rounds or beats, to prevent 
burglaries, felonies, and all other out- 
rages and breaches of the peace; to call 
the hour of the night; to arrest and 
apprehend idle and disorderly persons, 

ues, vagabonds, prostitutes, and all 

urbers of the peace ; and, if necessary, 
dge them for the night in some place 
of security, till they can be brought be- 
fore a Magistrate, to be examined and 
and that 
Constables act as 


dealt with according to law; 
emaining two 
fents or Inspector » 
alternat 

‘ 1 round * the he . 
ions and rounds of the other Con- 
bles ; to observe whether they perform 
heir duty the orders and 
regulations to be hereafter made, and 
to report any case of misbehaviour or 
neglect of duty to the Vice-Chancellor 


whose duty 
ely to visit the several 


cording to 


ind Proctors, or to the members of 


the standing Committee hereafter men- 
tioned. 

111. That both the superintending, as 
well as the ordinary Constables, be bound 
i hen called upon by an express 
order from the Vice-Chancellor to that 

i in putting down any breach of the 

or disturbance in the day-time, 

and in preserving order at the Com- 

memoration, or any other public Aca- 
demical cele brity. 

IV. That each Constable, upon taking 
the oath of office, be furnished with a 
printed copy of the Rules to be observed 
by him in the discharge of his duty. 

‘V. That thirteen watch-boxes be erected 
it convenient distances for the accom- 
modation of the ordinary Constables, and 
that a Room be provided under the 
eastern extremity of the Old Clarendon 
Press for the Inspectors or Superin- 


tendents, in which said places, respec- 
tively, printed copies of the Rules and 
Orders are to be hung up in a con- 
spicuous Situation. 

VI. That several stations and rounds 
for the Constables be established, subject 
to such alterations as experience may 
suggest. 

VII. That each of the ordinary Con- 
stables receive as a remuneration for his 
trouble 1/. and each of the Inspectors 
1/. 5s. per week. 

VIII. That each Constable befurnished 
with a plain great coat, once in every 
two years, staves, lantern, rattle, &c. 
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Fund for the Support of the Constabulary 
Establishment, &c. 

IX. That a fund be raised for defray- 
ing the expense of this Establishment by 
: tax called The Police and Watch and 
Ward Tax, of one sh g per quarter on 
every Memb University whose 
name shall be 1e books of any Col- 
lege o ny day in the said 
quarter, and that this tax be imposed in 
the quarter immediately ensuing mid- 
summer next. 

X. That the proceeds of this tax be 
applied solely and exclusively to the ex 
penses of the Police and that the Vice- 
Chancellor be authorized to suspend or 
diminish it, as circumstances may re- 
in order that, if at any time the 


operation of the scheme 


quire, 
should be in- 
terrupted, or the receipts greatly exceed 
the necessary venditure, the Vice 
Chancellor may be enabled to intermit, 

without repealing, the 


XI. That the sums raised by this tax 
by the University Bailiff, 
who will be require d to pay the wages of 


be collected 
the Constables, and to discharge all other 
expenses of the Establishment, exhibit- 
ing an account ot the disbursements, 
ind paying the balance remaining In his 
hands to the Vice-Chancellor at the end 
of every quarter, and that the Bailiff be 
allowed 1/. per quarter for his trouble. 

XII. That the general statement of 
the receipts and payments for the year be 
laid before the Delegates of Accounts at 
their annual audit, and afterwards printed 
and circulated for the information of 
Members of Convocation. 

X 111. That when the gene ral pl in ind 
details of the Establishment 
shall have been approved, and the pro- 


Irite nde d 


posed tax shall have been sanctioned 
by Convocation, a communication be 
made by the Vice-Chancellor to the 
Mayor at least twenty-eight days before 
the time fixed on for the first operation 
of the measure. 

XIV. That to provide as 
possible for the permanent efficiency of 
this Establishment, and to remedy such 


much as 


unforeseen inconveniences and defects as 
may from time to time arise, a standing 
Committee be appointed, consisting of 
the Vice-Chancellor, the four Pro- Vice- 
Chancellors, and the Proctors for the 
time being, of whom five be necessary. to 
constitute a quorum. 

XV. That the business of such Com- 
mittee be to meet once at least in every 
Term, and whenever occasion may re- 
quire, to examine into the practical effects 


of the system, to increase or diminish 


the stipends of the Constables, as may 
appear expedient; and in short to correct 
what is wrong, and to supply whatever 
may be deficient. 

x\ I. Th it the above plan be carried 
into effect in the next Michaelmas Term. 


DEGREES CONFERRED. 


DOCTORS IN DIVINITY. 

The Rev. Edward Burton, late Student of 
Christ Church, Regius Professor of Di- 
vinity. 

The Rev. Edwin Jacob, late Fellow of 

Corpus Christi Coll. Vice-President of 

King’s Coll. New Brunswick. 

HONORARY DOCTORS IN CIVIL LAW. 

s Excellency Barbour, Esq. of 

Barbourville, in Virginia, Envoy of the 

United State 


Hi Jame 

of America. 

His Excellency Sir Howard Douglas, Bart. 
F.R S. Knight Companion of the Bath, 
and also of the Order of Charles of 
Spain, Lieutenant-Governor and Com- 
mander -in- Chief of the Province of 
New Brunswick, 

Sir John Eardley Eardley- Wilmot, Bart. of 
Berkswell Hall, in the county of War- 
wick, F.R.S. F.S.A. F. 

Sir William Edward Parry, Knight, F.R.S. 
Captain in the Royal Navy. 

Sir John Franklin, Knight, F.R.S. Captain 
in the Royal Navy. 

DOCTOR IN CIVIL LAW. 

William Robinson, Esq. Balliol Coll. 

DOCTOR IN MEDICINE. 
Thomas Davidson, Worcester Coll. 
BACHELORS IN DIVINITY. 

Rev. Alfred Butler Clough, 
Tutor of Jesus Coll. 

The Rev. Edwin Jacob, late Fellow of 
Corpus Christi Coll. Vice-President of 
Kings’s Coll. New Brunswick. 


Fellow and 


BACHELOR IN MEDICINE (with Licence to 
practise. ) 
Thomas Davidson, Worcester. 
BACHELORS IN CIVIL LAw. 
W. H. Smith, Queen’s Coll. 
William Evans, Jesus Coll. 
MASTERS OF ARTS. 
William Alifree, Exeter Coll. Grand Com- 
pounder. 
William George Lambert, Scholar of Cor- 
pus Christi Coll. 
Francis John Moore, Exeter Coll. 
Stephen Love Hammick, Christ Church. 
Rev. Robert Henry King, Magdalen Hall. 
Rev. Samuel Wilberforce, Oriel Coll. 








University Inte llige ace. 


Charles Henry John Anderson, Oriel Coll. 


Henry Hodgkinson Bobart, Christ Church. 

Rev. Francis Annesley, St. John’s Coll. 

Rev. John Missing, Magdalen Hall. 

Lovelace Bigg Wither, Oriel Coll. 

Rev. Edward Trueman, Worcester Coll. 

J. Johnes, Brasennose Coll. Grand Com- 
pounder. 

Rev. A. Neate, Trinity Coll. 

Rev. J. B. Gwyn, Jesus Coll. 

J. Jones, Jesus Coll. 

Rev. J. Price, Jesus Coll. 

Rev. J. Trevelyan, St. Mary Hall. 

Rev. N. Small, St. Mary Hall. 

W. Jones, Christ Church. 

Rev. J. Kynaston, Christ Church. 

Rev. A. Brown, Christ Church. 

Rev. R. Lewis, Magdalen Hall. 

E. Ray, Brasennose Coll. 

Rev. C. W. Pitt, Brasennose Coll. 

Rev. G. Wylie, Queen’s Coll. 

Rev. S. Bellas, Queen’s Coll. 

Rev. J. West, Worcester Coll. 

W.S. Bricknell, Worcester Coll. 

Rev. C. Reed, Exeter Coll. 

Rev. J. F, Hone, University Coll. 

Rev. J. C. Campbell, University Coll. 

J.L. Lamotte, Wadham Coll. 

Rev. G. Lea, Wadham Coll. 

Rev. R. Whitelock, Lincoln Coll. 

Rev. H. M. Spence, Lincoln Coll. 

D. Badham, Pembroke Coll. 

W. J. Trower, Fellow of Oriel Coll. 

Rev. John Olive, Worcester Coll. Grand 
Compounder. 

tev. George Heron, Brasennose Coll. 

tev. Henry Fowle, University Coll. 

Rev. William May Ellis, Christ Church. 

William Dowdeswell, Christ Church. 

Francis Valentine Woodhouse, Exeter Coll. 

Rev. William Scott Robinson, Exeter Coll. 

Rev. George G. Gardiner, Exeter Coll. 

Rev. John Ley, Exeter Coil. 

Rev. Hugh Willoughby, Exeter Coll. 

Rev. Richard W. Kemplay, Queen’s Coll. 

Rev. W. Tahourdin, Fellow of New Coll. 

Rev. P. Maurice, Chaplain of New Coll. 

Rev. Heathfield W. Hicks, Pembroke Coll. 

Edward Benbow, Pembroke Coll. 

Rev. Daniel Wilson, Wadham Coll. 

William Purton, Trinity Coll. 

David Vavasour Durell, Christ Church, 
Grand Compounder. 

Rev. David Smith Stone, Exeter, Grand 
Compounder. 

John Aldridge, Christ Church. 

William Hodgson, Queen’s Coll. 

Rev. Thomas Nixon, Lincoln Coll. 


Rev. John Alexander Gower, Chaplain of 


Magdalen. 
Henry Edmund Freyer, Pembroke Coll. 
Peter Stafford Carey, St. John’s Coll 
Rev. William D. Johnston, St. John’s Coll. 
Rev. Proby John Ferrers, Oriel Coll. 


Rev. Robert Kilvert, Oriel Coll, 

Edward Powlett Blunt, Scholar of Corpus 
Christi Coll. 

John Earle Pitcher, Oriel Coll. 

Charles Dacres Bevan, Balliol Coll. 

Rev. William Hale, Magdalen Hall. 

Digby Cayley Wrangham, Brasennose Coll. 
Grand Compounder. 

Rev. James Nelson Palmer, St. John’s Coll. 
Grand Compounder. 

Rev. James Hutchinson, St. John’s Coll. 

Rev. William S. Hadley, Queen’s Coll. 

Rev. Robert Wickham, Christ Church. 

Charles Waring Faber, Scholar of Univer- 
sity Coll. and Vinerian Scholar. 

William Hind, University Coll. 

Seth Burge Plummer, University Coll. 

Edward Simms, Wadham Coll. 

George Thomas Robertson, Lincoln Coll. 

William Sewell, Fellow of Exeter Coll. 

Rev. Augustus James Brine, Exeter Coll. 

John Clutton, Worcester Coll. 

Rev. James Legrew Hesse, Trinity Coll. 

William Robinson, Balliol Coll. 


BACHELORS OF ARTS. 


William Nigel Gresley, St. Mary Hall. 
Thomas Farebrother, Queen’s Coll. 
Richard Croft, Scholar of Balliol Coll. 
James Dennis, Exeter Coll. 

Francis Ossian Durant, Worcester Coll. 
Henry Davison, Scholar of Trinity Coll. 
Howel Gywn, Trinity Coll. 

Charles Powell, Trinity Coll. 

Charles Marriott, Queen’s Coll. 

Edward Hartley Orme, St. Mary Hall. 
Sir T. F. F. Boughey, Bart. Christ Church. 
Sir John Mordaunt, Bart. Christ Church. 
Edward Hulse, Christ Church. 

William Seyer Lendon, Christ Church. 
William H. 1. Mackworth, Balliol Coll. 
John Lawson, St. Alban Hall. 

James Stoven Lister, Worcester Coll. 
William Webb Ellis, Brasennose Coll. 
Ernest Adolphus Waller, Brasennose Coll. 
Bennet V. Townshend, Brasennose Coll. 
Thomas Lewis, Jesus Coll. 

William Bowling, Jesus Coll. 

William Lloyd, Jesus Coll. 

Charles Lloyd, Jesus Coll. 

Richard Bassett Wilson, University Coll. 
William Henry Rvoper, University Coll. 
Alfred Charles Bridge, Exeter Coll. 
Henry Mogg, Exeter Coll. 

William Littlehales, Exeter Coll. 

Charles Moore, Exeter Coll. 

Thomas Waddon Martyn, Exeter Coll. 
Henry Flesher, Lincoln Coll. 

Charles J. Laprimaudaye, St. John’s Coll. 
Hugh Matthie, Pembroke Coll. 

George Robert Marriott, Oriel Coll. 
Osmond Charles Huntley, Oriel Coll. 
James Forbes, Oriel Coll. 

James Hughes Hallett, Oriel ¢ oll. 
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Hon. A. J. Ashley Cooper, Christ Church. 
C. O. Mayne, Christ Church. 

S. C. J. Berdmore Christ ( h. 
W. Moore, Christ Church. 

kt. Heelis, Queen’s Coll. 

W. Leech, Queen's Ce 

W. Hutton, Queen’s Coll. 

M. Burnham, Queen’s Coll. 

H. T. Streeten, Queen's Coll. 

J. Tardiffe, Queen’s Coll. 

H. Sweeting, Queen's Coll. 


J. K. Simpkinson, Balliol Coll. 


C. T. Dawson, Balliol Coll. Grand Comp. 
C. , x ary, M rgd ilen H all. 

E B igna l, M igd len Hall. 

F. Reyroux, St. Edmund Hall. 

R. Stranger, Pembroke Coll. 

W. Giikes, Pembroke Coll. Grand Com- 


W.D. Phillips, Je Coll 
J. Roberts, Jesus Coll 

t. Suckling, xeter Coll. 
C. T. James, Exe Coll. 


G. Kennard, St. Alban Hall. 

E. E. Blencowe, St. Alban Hall. 

A. Stewart, St. Alban Hall. 

D. Lang, St. Alban Hall. 

E. Lilley, Worcester Coll. 

G. J. Quarmby, Lincoln Coll 

G. J. Gould, Lincoln Coll 

FE. Meade, Wadham Coll. 

A. T. Corfe, All Souls’ Coll. 

J. Pope, St. John’s Coll. 

H. Horn, St. John’s Coll. 

G. E. Smith, St. John’s Coll. 

Samuel Hooper Whittuck, St. Mary Hall. 

Aldred Hadfie ld, St. Mary Hall. 

J. F. West, Scholar of Brasennose Coll. 

Henry C. Partridge, Brasennose Coll. 

John Samuel Williams, Jesus Coll. 

William Williams, Jesus Coll. 

Septimus H. Palairet, Worcester Coll. 

Edward Fitzgerald, Balliol Coll. 

John Ekins, Balliol Coll 

Harry Buckland Lott, Balliol Coll. 

Jacob Wood, Postmaster of Merton Coll. 

E. M. Atkins, Demy of Magdalen Coll. 

R. Jones, Oades’ Exhibitioner, Pemb. Coll. 

Broake William Robert Boothby, Student 
of Christ Church. 

Charles Baring, Student of Christ Church, 

The Earl of Ossory, Christ Church. 

William R. Freemantle, Christ Church. 

William Syms, Wadham Coll. 

Henry Wells, Trinity Coll. 

William Gray, Magdalen, Grand Com- 
pounder. 

Charles Sergeaunt, Brasennose Coll. Grand 
Compounder. 

Henry W. Wiseman, Balliol Coll. Grand 

Compounde . 


Alexander Murray, Magdalen Hall. 

John Procter, Brasennose Coll. 

Walter Cecil Davies, Jesus Coll. 

John Henry Barker, Christ Church. 
tichard W. P. Davies, Worcester Coll. 
Thomas Streatfield Lightfoot, Exeter. 
Henry Hugh Way, Postmaster of Merton. 
Edward C. Brown, Postmaster of Merton. 
John Holt Ensell, Queen's Coll. 

Harzood B. Snooke, Pembroke Coll. 
William Nicholson, Trinity Coll. 

G. H. S. Johnson, Scholar of Queen’s Coll. 
John Capel H. Tracy, Oriel Coll. 

John Hockley Taylor, Queen’s Coll. 
William Abbott, Scholar of Queen’s Coll. 
Charles Viscount Marsham, Christ Church. 
Hon. Robert Liddell, Christ Church. 
Simeon James | y, New Coll. 

H. D. Harringt , Fellow of Exeter Coll. 
B. W. Newton, Fellow of Exeter Coll. 

W. J. Copeland, Scholar of Trinity Coll. 
Charles John Bond, Trinity Coll. 
Thomas Henry Paddon, Trinity Coll. 
John Seele y, Exeter Coll. 

The following gentlemen of Cambridge 
have been admittted ad eundem of this 
University 

[The Most Hon. the Ma juis of Bute, 
M.A. of Christ College. 

Rev. John Lodge, M. A. Fellow of Mag- 
dalene College, and Principal Librarian of 
the University. 

Rev. Thomas Thorpe, M. A. Fellow of 
Trinity Colleg 

Rev. John Baines Graham, M.A. late 
Fellow of Queen’s College 

Rev. C. Lawson, M. A. St. John’s Coll. 

Mr. Edwards, B.C. L. 


The Marquess of Abercorn, and the 
Marquess of Douglas and Clydesdale, 
eldest son of the Duke of Hamilton, 
have been admitted Noblemen of Christ 
Church. 

MARRIED. 

At Plymstock, Devon, the Rev. James 
Lampen Harris, M. A. Fellow of Exeter 
College, and Perpetual Curate of Plym- 
stock, to Sophia Elizabeth, relict of the 
late Lieut.-Colonel Henry Browne, of the 
87th regiment. 

At Beddington, the Rev. Charles Wil- 
liam Knyvett, M.A. Student of Christ 
Church, and of Mitcham, Surrey, to. Julia, 
second daughter of the Rev. J. B. Ferrers, 
Rector of Beddington, in the same county. 

At St John’s Church, Hereford, the 
Rev. F. H. Brickenden, B.D. Vice-Pro- 
vost of Worcester College, Rector of Hog- 
geston, Bucks, and Vicar of Dewsall, 
Herefordshire, to Anne, youngest daugh- 
ter of the late Miles Coyle, Esq. 
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CAMBRIDGE. 


ELECTIONS. 
The Rev. Samuel Wilkes Waud, M.A. 
of M vgdalen College, has been elected 
i foundation Fellow of that soc lety. 


GRACES. 
The Syndics appointed to consider of 
the arrangements concerning the “ Ol 
Court lately purchas “l of King’s Col- 
lege,” have reported to the Senate 
“ That they consider it necessary that 
vision should be made, not me rely 
r a large increase of the accommo- 
tion of the Public Library, but like- 
vise for four additional Lecture Rooms, 
Museums of Geology, Mineralogy, 
Botany, and, if practicable, of Zoology, 
for a new office for the Registrary, for 
in additional School for the Professor 
Physic, and for other purposes con- 
cted with the despatch of the ordinary 
siness of the University :—That they 
nsider the extent of ground, now thx 
roperty of the University, including 
he site of the present Library, as amply 
sufficient for all thése objects :—That 
they consider it expedient to make ap- 
nlication to four architects, for com- 
plet plans, elevations and estimates, to 
he forwarded to the Vice-Chancellor, on 
r before the Ist of November next 
nd that the Syndicate should be au- 
thorised to give the necé <sary instruc- 
" to offer the sum of 100 guineas 
t each of the three architects whose 
plans shall not be adopte d; and tomake 
further report to the nate before 
the end of the next term.” 
A grace for the adoption of the above 
commendation has passed the Senate. 





REPORT OF THE PREVIOUS EXAMINA- 
TION SYNDICATE, 

The Syndicate appointed by Grace 
of the Senate, May 27, 1829, “ to con- 
sider what alterations it is expedient to 

ike in the mode of conducting the 
Previous Examination,” beg leave to 

mmend to the Senate that the fol- 
wing plan of examination be substi- 
tuted for that now in force: 

*1. That the Previous Examination 
f the Junior Sophs in the Senate House 
shall begin on the Monday in the week 
before the end of the Lent term in each 

ur; and that this examination shall 

yntinue throughout that week (with the 
Friday) and during the 





Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday of the week following. é 

2. That the subjects of examination 
shall be one of the four Gospels or the 
Acts of the Apostles in the original 
Greek, Paley’s Evidences of Christi- 
anity, one of the Greek and one of the 
Latin Classics. 

3. That the appointment of the par- 
ticular subject in the New Testament, 
and in regard to the two last-mentioned 
subjects, the appointment both of the 
authors and of the portions of their 
works which it may be expedient to 
select, shall rest with the Vice-Chan- 
cellor for the time being, the three 
Regii Professors of Divinity, Civil Law, 
and Physic, the Regius Professor ol 
Greek, and the Public Orator, (pro- 
vided that not more than two of them 
are membe rs of the same college) ; upon 
this clear understanding, that in the 
exercise of the powers thus to be vested 
them they shall so limit the exa- 
mination, that every one who is to be 
examined may be reason ibly expected 


in 


to show a con petent knowledge of all 
the subjects. 

+. That in case three or more of thos 
to whom the appointment of the subjects 
of examination has been assigned, shall 
belong to the same college, cd puties for 
any number exceeding two shall be ap- 
pointed, every year, by a Grace of the 
Senate. 

5. That every person when examined, 
shall be required: (1) to translate some 
portion of each of the subjects appointed 
as aforesaid ; (2) to construe and explain 
passages of the same; and (3) to answer 
printed questions relating to the evi- 
dences of Christianity. 

*6. That previously to the commence- 
ment of the examination, the Examiners 
shall prepare an alphabetical list of all 
the persons to be examined, and divide 
them into equal portions according to 
the number of days of examination; and 
that they shall send a copy of such list 
to the Przlector of each college, notify- 
ing the day on which each of the per- 
sons to be examined belonging to that 
college shall be req lired to attend the 
eXamination. 

*7. That each of the persons to be 
examined, shall be required to attend 
from eight o’clock till eleven in the 
morning, and from twelve o’clock till 
three in the afternoon on the day of 
which he has previously received notice. 
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*8. That the persons to be examined 
each day shall be formed into two di- 


that of 
the 


visions ; each these divisions 
Greek 


and 
subj ‘ ie other tw 


subject 
in the 
du 


k 


Latin 
the morning; an 

tamen nd Paley’ 

the subj cts of examinati 
noon. 


*9. 


n in the after- 


the persons under exami- 


natio { e ¢ 


the 


mployed in translating 
the 

ich individual b 

the 

and 


inswering printed 


ing 
time of 


r xp! ull 


during 
strue 
passages of ted subjects. 
*10. That in ner he « 
individual 
that 


day’s examination 


Xalnin 


each 


on as conveniently n 
Prelector of ] ] 
Examiners lient 


in order to 


expt 
examine any 
iscertain whet f iall be 
to have a cert 
shall 
his further atten will b 

*11. TI -oraduate 

] 


required tten t e 


perm ted 
ipproy il, they 
send noti day on which 
: require lL. 
shall 
Xamination 
; fter thé 
which he commences his residen 

12. That in case 
prevented by 
which shall be 
Chancellor and 
for their 
the re his 

shall be required to attend th 
and 
ill absent himself 
ount from the proper 

he shall not be 

which the exami- 

nation takes place, and shall, 

be required to attend the examination 
of the next vear, 

13. That two classes (ea of 
arranged alphabetica 
out of those e) 
sisting of 
examination 
thos 
have only not 


be 


in the year next in 
ny one shall b 
illness i certific: of 


the \ ice- 


the 


ite 
submitted to 
for 
approbation), from at- 


Proctors time 
being, 

tending gular examination of 
yé ir, he 
next following examination, 
and that, if 
upon 


so on; 


iny one sh 
iny other ac 
examination of his year, 
allowed the 


term in 


moreover, 
ind so on. 
them 
formed 
con 
those who V 
with credit—and 
Ex 


refused their certificate of 


cond, of to whom the miners 
approval. 

14. That those who shall be-ay 
proved by the Examiners, shall be re 
quired to attend th n of the 
ir, and on; and that no 
of B. A. M.B. or B.C. L. shall be 
granted, unless a certificate be presented 
to the Caput, shewing that the candi- 


not 


examinati 
following y« 


sO 


ae ree 
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date for such degree has passed, to the 


satisfaction of the Examiners, some one 
of these examinations. 
#15. 


hat public notice of 


the 


sub 
ta ; 
be issued in th 
term of the year 
16. That, in first 
iwregation after 10th day of Oc- 
r, the Senate s t four Exa- 
miners, (wh all be members of the 
Senate, ( t inted by 
Colleges ( 


X<amination nh y 


first 


the several 
he cycle of Proc- 
mduct the Exa 


€ ling year. 


tors and Taxors), ‘ 
mination of the suc¢ j 3 
17. That each of the Examiners shall 
receive 201 from the University chest 
18. That the f 
shall not interfere 
between the [ 


regoing regulations 

with the composition 

niversity and King’s Col 
. 

culations which 


from those 


contain de 


Viations in force have 
in asterisk prefixed. 
\ grace 


recommendation will 
Senate in the 


now 


above 
to the 


tion of the 
be offered 
term. 


for the adoy 
ensulng 
There will be congregations on the follow- 
of the ensuing Michaelmas Term 
Saturday.eeeee Oct. 10, at ten. 
Thursday «eee Oct. 29, at eleven. 
Wednesday .... Nov. 18, at eleven. 
Wednesday «+++ Dec. 9, at eleven. 
Wednesday «.++ Dec. 16, (endofterm 
at ten. 


ing days 


DEGREES CONFERRED. 
Tuesday, July 
Day, the 
rs of Arts were cr 


On 
mencement 


and Maste 


Com- 
Doctor 
ated :— 


being 


7th, 


following 


DOCT 
The Rev. William Dealtry, late Fellow of 
Trinity Coll. Rector of ¢ lapham, and 
Chance of the diocese of Winchester 
The Rev. Joseph Allen, late 


Trinity Coll. Prebendary 


ORS IN DIVINITY. 


ior 

Fellow of 

of West 
minster. 

The Rev. Gilbank Ackland, St. John’s 
College, Rector of St. Mildred’s, Bread 
Street, and Lecturer St. Andrew’s, 
Holt orn, Lond n. 

The Rev. Martin Joseph 
low of Queen’s Coll. 
The Kev. Samuel Thomas Bloomfield, Sid- 
ney Coll. Vicar of Bisbrooke, Rutland 


TORS IN 


of 


Nay lor, late Fel- 


Dor PHYSIC. 

Henry Shuckburgh Roots, Jesus Coll. 
Shaw, Caius Coll. 

Richard Pinckard, Caius Coll. 

John Burdett Steward, Pembroke Coll. 


George 











DOWNING COLL. 
William Gurdon 


Villiam Ford Bally 
Alfred Power 


JESUS COLL. 
William Goodwin 
Henry Wm. Crick 
James Hayes Sadler 
Harvey Bawtree 
William Warren 
James Carver 
E. Richard Otter 
George Sharland 
William Steggall 
George Otter 
Rh. M. Baddeley 


CAIUS COLL. 
Richard Day 
F. Offley Martin 
Robert Willis 
Wm. Henry Hanson 


| William Hopwood 

| Charles Nairne 
William Mason 

| Markland Barnard 
| Robert H. Lewin 
William Webb 

| John Dixon Hales 
R. Bourne Baker 
James Darnell 

J. B. Bulmer Clarke 
Henry Peter Daniell 
John Fitz-Gerald 
Thomas Stratton 
John Roach Bovell 
G. Henry Bower 
William Overton 
Oswald Head 

John Warner 

E. Arthur Smedley 
James Losh 

G. Darby St. Quintin 
David Ricardo 


MASTERS OF 





University Intelligence. 







ARTS. 
Richard Foster 

J. Lyneham Tanner 
Benjamin Maddy 
W. W. Robinson 
John Henry Fludyer 
J. Howard Marsden 
John Pedder 

W. L. Suttaby 
Henry Fox 

Edward Cole 

. Everest Stevens 
F. H. Stoddart Say 
G. H. Lee Warner 
J. Henshaw Gregg 
John Greensall 
Josiah F. Flavell 
Thomas Mee Gorst 

| John Henry Rowlatt 
Frederick Jacob Hall 
| Frederick E. Gretton 
| Nathan Hubbersty 


- 
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| Thomas Hollway 
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}CORP. CHRISTI COLL, 
Wm. Milner Farish 
John Bragg 

Philip Booth 

William Wells 


EMMANUEL COLL. 
Ralph Clutton 
Alex. Henry Small 

| William Jones 
George Ainslie 
H. Prescott Blencowe 
Charles Tyrell 
| Robert Wilson 
QUEEN’S COLL. 
James Rawlings 
| Thomas Bell 
Thomas Clark 
John Simons 
John Harington 
Nicholas Chinnery 
Richard Gascoyne 








Henry Clinton 


Charles J. Sympson 
Samuel Stone 


John Lane Freer 
George Thornton 
Pierce Morton 
Edward Heneage 
John Alex. Kinglake 
James Allen 

W. M. S. Marriott 
Thomas Rawson 


Thomas Hulton 
Charles Dade 
Charles Paul 

G. Oakes Miller 

H. Beaumont Leeson 
J.TheophilusDebrisay 
John Day Hurst 


KING’S COLL. 
G. O. Townshend 
W. Gifford Cookesley 


ST.JOHN’S COLL. | 
George Hepper 
Gawen Hodgson 
W.H.Ricketts Bayley 
John Hymers 
E. 
Henry Jesson 
William Keeling 
W. Hallows Miller 
William Metcalf 
J,A.Deverell Meakin 
Rice Davies Powell 
W. Rolph Richards 
Samuel Revell 
H. Reginald Yorke 


TRINITY COLL. 
John Bishton 
Robert Maitland 
Henry Collins 
John Hodgson 
William Law 
Marmaduke Prickett 
Henry Ashington 
Francis Ford Pinder 
W. Margetson Heald 
Evan Jenkins 


| 
30w yer Sparke | 


|e 


Richard Atkinson 


}« 





| James Young Cooke 


| Robert South 
Richard Trott Fisher 


Derwent Coleridge 
| Wm. Henry Foster 
G. J. Philip Smith 

Edward Gibson 


| Henry Bagnall 
Thomas Ramshay 


CHRIST COLL. 
James Pedder 
Charles Wallington 

| T. Sheldon Green 
Barwick John Sams 
Oliver A. Heywood 


Daniel Rose Fearon 
Robert Lowe 


ST. PETER’S COLL. 


John Gautier Milne 
William Stone 

B. Franklin Couch 
Samuel Hudson 

R. Montagu Poore 


SIDNEY COLL. 

John Gibson 

Henry Alford 
William Sykes 

| W. Bagshaw Harrison 
| George Gibbons 
George G. Wyatville 
Anthony Boulton 


CLARE HALL. 
Thomas Bonney | 
John Champion 

CATHARINE HALL. 
John Gibson 


PEMBROKE COLL. 


MAGDALENE COLL. 
} George Marriott 
| T. Lovick Cooper 
| Thomas Husband 


John Holt Simpson 
ohn Wreford Budd | Theodosius Wood 








At the Congregation on Saturday, July 4, 

the following degrees were conferred :— 
BACHELORS IN DIVINITY. 

Rev. John N. White, St. Peter’s Coll. 

Rev. John Thomas, St. John’s Coll. 
BACHELOR IN CIVIL LAW. 

Rev. William Brown Hall, St. Peter’s Coll. 
BACHELOR IN PHYSIC. 

Leonard Richard Willan, St. Peter’s Coll. 
BACHELORS OF ARTS, 

harles Quayle Constable, Trinity Coll. 

toger Smith, Magdalene Coll. 

William F. Raymond, St. Peter’s Coll. 

At the Congregation on Monday, July 6, 
the following gentlemen were admitted 
Bachelors in Civil Law :— 

Rev. George Pocock, Trinity Hall. 
Harris Prendergast, Esq. Trinity Coll. 


( 
I 








Rev. A. B. Russell, Emmanuel Coll. 
At a Congregation, on Thursday, July 
the Rev. Edward Cox, of Trinity Col- 
lege, and Thomas Newberry, of Queen’s 
College, were admitted Masters of Arts. 

The Rev. William Spencer Phillips, B.D. 
late Fellow of Trinity College, Oxford, has 
been admitted ad eundem. 

The Rev. Richard Greswell, M. A. Fel- 
low and Tutor of Worcester College, Ox- 
ford, has been admitted ad eundem. 

MARRIED. 

At Midhurst, Sussex, (by the Rev. Dr. 
Geldart, Rector of Kirk Deighton, York- 
shire,) the Rev. James William Geldart, 
LL.D. Regius Professor of Civil Law, to 
Mary Jane, third daughter of Richard 
Wardroper, Esq. 


¢ 
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Unive rsily Late llige nce. 


YMBINATION PAPER. 
PRIOR COMB. 

Mr. Farbrace, Chr. 

Mr. Gedge, Cath. 

Mr. Howman, C.C. 

Mr. Hutchinson, Jes. 


. Coll. Regal. 


. Coll. Trin. 


3. Coll. Joh. 


Mr. Synge, Pet. 
Mr. Sandys, Pemb. 
Mr. Chaplin, Clar. 
Mr. Holditch, Cai. 
Coll. Regal. 

Coll. Trin. 


. Coll. Joh. 


Mr. Blyth, Chr. 

Mr. Dunning, Regin. 
Mr. Dale, C.C. 

Mr. Whitaker, Emman. 


3. Coll. Regal. 


Coll, Trin. 
Coll. Joh. 
Mr. Blackburn, Ch, 


POSTER COMB. 

Mr. Carnegie, Emman. 
Mr. Heathcote, Trin. 
Mr. Green, Regal. 
Mr. Nicholas, Regal. 
Fest. S. BaRTHOL. 

field, Joh. 
Mr. Burroughes, Emman. 
Mr. Richards, Regin. 
Mr. Croft, Trin. 
Mr. Warren, Jes. 
Fest.S.Martr. Mr. Hind, Sid. 
Mr. Harvey, Cath. 
. . Mr. Pope, Em. 
Fest. S. Mr u.4 Mr.Peach, Joh. 
Mr. Attwood, Pemb. 

Mr. Pearce, Jes. 
Fest. S. Luc. 
low, Je h. 

Mr. Studholme, Jes. 

Fest. SS. Sim. ET Jub. Mr. 
Greenwood, Cor. 

Fest. Om. J Mr. Skinner, Jes. 
SANCT. ) Mr. Lunn, Joh. 

Mr. Venn, Regin. 

Mr. Courtenay, Joh. 

Mr. Topha 1, Joh. 

Mr. Evans, Joh. 

Fest. S. AND. 

Mr. Hett, Jes. 

Mr. G. Ward, Trin. 

Mr. Wingfield, Clar. 

Fest. S. Tuom. Mr. Torlesse, 
lrin. 

. Fest. NaTiv. 

son, Trin. 


Mr. Old- 


Professor Hens- 


Mr. Wyat, Jes. 


Mr. R. H. Simp- 


Fest. S. STepPn. 
Joh. 
7. Fest. S. 
Cath. 
28. Fest. INNOC. 
Resp. in Theol. 


Dec, 2 Mr. Tritton, 


Jou. Mr. Coldwell, 
Mr. Tyson, Cath, 
Oppon. 

Mr. Hett, Jes. 

Coll. Regal. 

Coll. Trin. 

Coll. Joh. 

.< Mr. Lane, Magd. 
Mr. Walker, Regin. 
Mr. T. B. Wilkin- 

§ son, Corp. C. 

*) Mr. White, Jes. 

Coll. Regal. 


. Matthew, Trin. . 


. Feachem, Joh. 
. Otter, Jes. 


Resp. in. Jur, Civ. 
Mr. Hustler, Jes. . . { 


Oppon. 
Mr. Doughty, Cai. 
Mr. ¢ ‘larkson, Jes. 


Resp. én Medic. 
Mr. Stockdale, Pemb. { 


Oppon. 
Mr.Bond, Corp. C. 
Mr. Mair, Jes. 

Singuli suo ordine concionabuntur, re- 
spondebunt, disputabunt, caterasque ex- 
ipsi per se sua in 
inciderit se- 


ercitationes persona 


prestabunt, nisi justa causa 
cundiim Statuta approbanda. 

Ad Conciones in Templo Beate-MArI# 
nulla de causa quisquam alterum sibi sur- 
roget, qui ad Concionem aliquam habendam 
omnino non sit (a principio ad finem circuli 
Combinationum) assignatus, sine expressa 
licentia a Procancellario prius obtenta, quo 
de ipsius gradu, sacris ordinibus, canonica 
obedientia, constet 


ceterisque requisitis 


Procancellario, antequam admittatur ad 
Concionem publicam, 


G. AINnsLie, Procancellarius. 


A Grace having passed the Senate to the 
following effect: —That those to whom the 
Sunday afternoon turns, and the turns for 
Christmas Day and Good Friday are as- 
signed, shall, from the 10th of October, 
1829, to the end of May, 1830, provide 
no other substitute than such as are ap- 
pointed in conformity with that Grace ;— 
The following persons have been elected, 
each for the month to which his name is 
affixed : 

1829 October—Professor Musgrave, Tri- 
nity Coll. 
November — Professor 
Trinity Coll. 
December—Mr. Corrie, Cath. Hall. 
1830 January—Mr. Evans, Trinity Coll. 
February—Mr. Bowers, Clare Hall. 
March—Mr. Rose, Trinity Coll. 
April—Dr. Walton, Trinity Coll. 


Scholefield, 


May—Mr. Pooley, St. John’s Coll. 





NOTICES TO CORRESPONDENTS. 
Our friend “* S. H. B.”’ shall not be forgotten. 
We agree with “ F. G.”’ the latter part of his communication must be left to private 


judgment. 








